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"ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE, 
INCORPORATED A.D. 1700. 
FOR SEA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
Fowps, £4,000,000. Cams Parp, £37,000,000. 


FIRE. 
GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 
ption, at Moderate Rates. 


| _ INSURANCES ARE 
| PROPERTY of almost every descri 


LIFE. 
DEATH DUTY POLICIES--Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 


BONUS YEAR, 1895—To secure Maximum Profits, Policies should be effected 
' before Sist DECEMBER, 1895. 3 ve 
' E. R. HANDOOCK, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS UR FORFRBITURE OF THE LICENSE. 


' Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
| THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
SHIPPING PROPERTY. 
IMPORTANT TO INVESTORS THEREIN. 


C. W. KELLOCK & CO. 
(C. W. Ketzoox, W. W. Ketrocx, Newson Camenox), 


Established over Half a * 
WATER STREET, LIVERPOOL. 
HIPPING PROPERTY. Valuations made for Probate, 


: VALUERS of all classes of 8 
| General Average. Admiralty, &c. Brokers for the Sale and Purchase of Shipping 
‘g (Privatel - it ante Bt 
4 PERIODICAL SALES BY AUCTION IN OWN SALEROOM. 

| LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
| SOCIETY. 

ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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TUTAL ASSETS, £2,881,000. INCOME, £334,000. 
The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 
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column, it will be seen that Mr. Justice Romer will be the j 
in attendance during the Easter V: 
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tions made by mombers of a committee, who ought to 

we borne in mind that their sole business was to pass 
the whole Bill and nothing but the Bill. Earl Srannorz 
wanted to know. whether the sum necessary to supplement the 
insurance fund, in case it should be insufficient to pay compen- 
sation for any loss chargeable thereon by reason of blunders 
made by the Land Registry, was to be subject to a specific grant 
by Parliament contained in the Estimates. Of course this very 
inconvenient mode of procedure had been foreseen and fore- 
stalled. The Lord Chancellor was able to assure his interrogator 
that, as the supplementary money was payable out of the 
Consolidated Fund, no grant would be necessary. The 
blunders of the office are to be quietly covered up, and paid 
for without any control of the taxpayers’ representatives. 
Clause 7 (2) of the Bill gives absolute power to personal 
representatives, acting together, to sell the real estate vesting in 
them. Viscount Cross suggested that there should be some 
sort of safeguard inserted in behalf of the proprietor to prevent 
executors, who for the first time were to get power to sell the 
real estate of a testator, from selling the estate or any part of 
it which the proprietor did not wish to sell. The Lord 
Chancellor agreed that some precaution ought to be taken to 
prevent impro dealing with the land by executors, and 
promised “to look into the matter.” 





WE ane very reluctant to say anything which may seem to 
uestion the wisdom of the course taken by the Council of the 
rated Law Society, who have, throughout this weary 
business of introduction and withdrawal of successive Land 
Transfer Bills, hitherto shewn the utmost energy and skill in 
organizing the opposition. But we think we are bound to say 
that there is an impression growing among the profession that 
the council this year are less prompt than they have ever been 
before. So far as we know, there has not as yet been any state- 
ment issued — the subject, and no intimation has been given 
of the course they intend to take; but we cannot believe that 
this is due to any slackness on their part. They are probably 
waiting until the Bill reaches the Commons. It is absurd to 
suppose that after the “‘prave ’orts” of the President at the 
Bristol meeting, there will be any remissness in takin 
measures to — the Bill. Any lack of energy woul 
not only place the council in a particularly foolish position, 
but would be grievously Raster by the profession. We 
ather from a letter from an esteemed correspondent that the 
bare suggestion that the only persons who will lose by the 
Bill are the owners of land, and that solicitors will profit by it, 
is being diligently circulated. The answer to this is, of course, 
that the promoters of the Bill ought to know its real meaning 
aud effect best, and Lord Hxnrscnett stated last year that 
‘‘there could be no doubt that, when land had been a few years 
on the register, it would not be necessary for anyone to look 
bsyond register”; and Lord Hatssury declared in 1889 
that there was no way in which land transfer could be cheapened 
‘- without interfering with vested interests. . . . Could their 
lordships,” he asked, ‘‘ point to any means for cheapening the 
transfer of land except by diminishing solicitors’ charges ” ? 
Let no one be deluded by the suggestions referred to; the end 
and object of the Bill is to confiscate solicitors’ profits and apply 
them to the establishment of a vast Government office, created 
to do the work of solicitors. Meanwhile, we gather from other 
sources that, the Building Societies’ Association having proved 
a failure asa puffer for the Bill, recourse is now to be had to 
the Municipal Corporations’ Association to get up a fictitious 
for the Bill. Municipal corporations, you see, are so admir- 


- ualified to ascertain and express the views of proprietors 





FURTHER EVIDENCE has been taken by the Select Committee 
on the administration of trusts, the witnesses being Mr. 
Oozens-Harpy; Mr. Apams, of the firm of West, Kina, & 
Avams; Mr. Overenn, president of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland; and Mr. D. M. Lewis, secretary to the 
Public Trustee Co. Gorges | Edinburgh. Mr. Cozzns-Harpy, 

our correspondent ‘‘H.” last week, suggests that use 
might be made of the Paymaster-General of the High Court ; 





but instead of proposing, like our correspondent, that his 
services should be Given only in cases where a public trustee is 
wished for, and then as sole trustee, Mr. Cozzns- ¥ ap 
to consider that he ought to be the custodian of all trust funds 
suitable to be lodged in his name, and that a private trustee 
should still have the active management of the trust. Of 
course, as Mr. Appison points out in his admirable letter to the 
Times published on the 26th inst., if the object aimed at is the 
security of the trust funds at any cost, no system can be satis- 
factory which does not apply to all trust estates. But to make 
the public trustee a universal co-trustee with private trustees 
would be irksome to private trustees, and would involve a 
change in the administration of trusts which is wholly un- 
called for. The vast majority of persons interested in trust 
estates throughout the country, whether as trustees or as 
beneficiaries, would resent the compulsory interference of a 
ublic office. Whatever may be the actual amount of the losses 
ue to the fraud of trustees, it is certainly not sufficient to 
justify so sweeping a change. Mr. Apams, who advocates the 
creation of a public trustee, agrees that his employment must be 
voluntary, and this is likely to be the general opinion, both lay 
and professional. Mr. Overznp emphatically denies that there 
is any call for a public trustee in Ireland, and asks for that 
country, at any rate, to be saved from this extension of 
officialism. Mr. Lewis thinks that a public trustee and trust 
companies have each their part to play in the administration of 
trusts. His own company appears to have had four trust 
estates intrusted to its care, amounting to the magnificent total 
of £4,000 or £5,000. So far trust companies do not seem to 
have made much progress in Scotland, and the opinions ex- 
pressed before the committee as to the inexpediency of mixing 
the care of trust funds with financial operations seem to indi- 
cate that they have no future before them in any part of the 
kingdom. The whole matter is put tersely by Mr. Appison. 
To give complete safety to all trust estates requires the intro- 
duction of a vast compulsory official system, while the details of 
management are such as a public office can either not undertake 
satisfactorily at all, or can only undertake with great delay and 
expense to all persons interested in, or having dealings with, 
the trust estate. On the other hand, if the system is voluntary, 
there is small chance of its attracting any favour, and the result 
will be the establishment of a public office which, to make both 
ends meet, must always be striving to extend its functions, It 
is very unlikely that a compulsory system of any kind will be 
the outcome of the present inquiry. For cases where no trustee 
can be found, or where absolute security is wanted, Mr. Appi- 
son joins in the suggestion that use may be made of the Pay- 
master-General, and he further suggests that simple —— 
ments should be made for an audit of the trust accounts in the 
chambers of a Chancery judge at the instance of either a trustee 
or a beneficiary. 





AN INTERESTING and somewhat difficult question is raised in 
the letter from Mr. Savacz, which we print elsewhere. A 
husband by his iage settlement settles a policy of insurance, 
and covenants with the trustees of the settlement not to do or 
suffer anything whereby the aay | shall become void or void- 
able, duly and punctually to pay the premiums, and, in case the 
policy becomes void, to effect a new policy in such office as the 
trustees shall direct. What is the liability of the husband 
under this covenant in the event of the failure of the office in 
which the policy is effected? It seems clear that there is no 
breach of the first stipulation. The husband has not dono or 
suffered anything whereby the policy has become void. Even 
assuming that the policy has become void, the failure of the 
office is in no way due to the husband. But there are also the 
second and third sti ions, and it is convenient to take the 
third first, for, if it applies to the case, it is unnecessary to have 
recourse to the pass. § In the case of Garniss v. Heinke (40 
L. J. Ch. 306), to which our correspondent refers, there was 
simply a covenant to pay the premiums on a policy already 
belonging to the covenantee. There was no covenant to sub- 
stitute another a the event of the original policy becom- 
ing void, and Lord Rory, M.R., suggested, in the course of 


the argument, that, if there had been, the covenantee might, 
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upon the failure of the office, have called for a substituted 
policy under it. Possibly this is so, but it is not clear that the 
licy does under such circumstances become “void.” It may 
iminish in value, and may become altogether valueless, but the 
policy exists, and its holder is still entitled to such rights as he 
may be able to enforce in the winding up. There remains 
* the stipulation by the husband to pay the premiums, and 
according to the established rule he is not excused from 
performance simply because by the failure of the office the 
continued payment of premiums has become impossible. 
Where a man enters into a contract and does not carry 
it out, “he must make compensation in damages, though the 
5 » es 5 Bre eseen 
a so Over Witith ha had no . Cotesworth, L. R. 
4 Q. B., at p. 134). There is an exception from the rule where 
the performance of the contract depends on the continued 
existence of some particular person or thing, and it is clear 


that the parties contemplated such continued existence as being 
the basis of tho act: laylor W. Caldwe ‘ . 826). 
it the exception does not seem to apply in the present case, 


for the parties contemplated that in certain events the policy 
might be void, and yet the liability under the covenant was to 
continue. In other words, the covenant did not refer only to 
the original policy. In Re Arthur (14 Ch. D. 603) Jzsszt, 
M.R., treated a somewhat similar covenant upon this principle, 
and held that performance was not excused because the life of 
the covenantor had become uninsurable. In Garniss v. Heinke 
(supra) it was pointed out that there might be a remedy at law 
for damages, though there was no equity to compel the payment 
of the premiums to the covenantee. The point is by no means 
free from difficulty, but it seems probable that the husband is 
liable in damages for breach of the covenant to pay the 
premiums. 


























Tne rue that a successful litigant against a company in 
° + —7F r to 5 weanere 


as Deen ainrmeda Dy J. 
in Ke London Metallurgical Co. (Limited) (reported elsewhere), 
and if was further hel igant is entitled to immediate 
payment, unless the liquidator can shew that there are other 
persons with prior or equal claims, and that the funds in hand 
are not sufficient to satisfy them. Under the practice, as it 
existed previously to the Winding-up Rules of 1890, the principle 
as to priority of payment was well settled. In Ex parte Smith 
(L. R. 3 Oh. 125) it was recognized by Lord Cairns, LJ. that 
a litigant who obtained an order for costs _ @ company in 
liquidation was entitled to be paid out of the assets as though 
he could levy execution against them, since otherwise a liqui- 
dator might bring any number of groundless actions and leave 
the persons whom he attacked to their chance of obtaining a 
dividend in respect of their costs in the winding up; and in 
Re Home Investment Society (14 Ch. D. 167) Matis, Yo. held 
that a successful litigant ought to be paid out of the assets the 
costs to which he had been put by adverse litigation in priority 
to costs incurred by the liquidator. So, in Re Dominion of 
Canada Plumbago Co. (27 Oh. D. 33) the Court of Appeal 
upheld a decision of Parson, J., in which the same principle 
was applied. The rule, however, is not ss ary | recognized in 
rule 31 of the rules of 1890, which reg 
certain expenses incurred in the winding up, and hence it has 
been necessary to consider whether any Suae in the practice 
has been effected. According to rule 31 the assets of a company 
which is being wound up, remaining after payment of the fees 
and actual expenses incurred in getting in or realizing the 
assets, are liable to certain payments, among which the costs 
ordered to be paid by the liquidator to a successful litigant are 
not meithenel: The direction, however, for payment, in the 









first instance, of the specified items is not absolute, but is “ subject | i 


to any order of the court,” and Vavenan W: J., relied 
upon this phrase as shewing that the rule hitherto existing with 
respect to the costs of a successful litigant has not been altered. 
The order of the court that he shall have his costs out of the 


the result is that the costs thus paid 
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Tue new Rule of Court (rule 22 of order 22), which forbids 
the communication to the jury until after the verdict is given 
either of the fact that money been into court or of the 
amount paid in, leads to a curious in an action for libel 
wiataiee’ in a newspaper, where the defendant pleads an 
apology and payment into court as amends under Lord Oamp- 
bell’s Libel Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 96), s. 2, as amended by 8 & 9 
Vict. c. 75, 8, 2, and where the verdict of the jury is for a less 
sum than that paid in. In such a case the defendant has paid 
so much money into court, but the jury say that the plaintiff is 
not entitled to so much, and the question then arises, to whom 
is the sum in court, or the balance of such sum, to be paid? 
This point was discussed before Hawxtys, J., in the case of 
Lazarus v. The Evening News, on the 21st inst., the action 
for a libel contained in a newspaper. The defen 
that he had inserted an apology, and 0 into court as 
sufficient amen pbell’s Act. The jury found 
that there was an am er ve the plaintiff one 
farthing. Upon this the j gave ju t for the defend- 
ant, but refused to order the balance of the £10 to be paid out 
to the defendant, and left the matter to be disposed of at 
chambers. But, according to the decision of Wiis, J., in 


March, 1894, upon the consideration of the case of Dunn 
v. Devon and ter Constitutional Newspaper Co. (38 Soxzcrrors’ 


Journa, 351; 1895, 1 Q. B, 211n.)—a case ly similar in 
its facts to the ent—the £10 ought to have been ordered to 
be paid out to the plaintiff, the jury had awarded only 
one farthing. Mr. Justice Wrxus in that case held that the new 
rule did not alter the ice which had iled since the 
passing of Lord Campbell’s Act ; that the only question for the 
jury in such cases was whether the sum paid in was sufficient or 
not, and he ordered the £50 paid into court in that case to go to 
the plaintiff, a the jury had given the plaintiff one 
farthing da: sonly. This case was recently discussed before 


the Court of in Gray v. (48 W. R. 177; 
1895, 1 Q. B. sth an action ee the defendant 


paid £5 into court in satisfaction, and oe for the 
plaintiff for one ec and the the = bas sg ‘aia So 
one farthing) was j back 
to the defendant. Tat j t Lord ; ated referred to 
Dunn's case, and intimated an ion that he did not agree with 
the decision, but Lord Justice Lorzs disti ed it on the 
ground that it was not founded on the Rules of Court, but on 
the effect of payment in under Lord Oampbell’s Act. It is 
surely desirable that there should be one rule in such 
cases, and that the payment out of money paid in under Lord 
Campbell’s Act should be made according to the Rules as in 
other cases. 
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point of law, is a part of the close, though it be on the outside 

of the bank.” But, in the absence of any evidence to prove 
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Tue pEcision of the Divisional Court in the case of Hammond 
v. Pulsford {3s Soxicrrors’ Journat, 181; 1895, 1 Q. B. 223), under 
section 4 of the Shop Hours Act, 1892, has not long remained 
unchallenged by the Government. It will be remembered that 
that decision was to the effect that the omission to exhibit the 
statutory notice required by section 4 of the Act did not subject 
the employer to any penalty, as no penalty was imposed by the 
section for the failure to exhibit the notice. The section re- 
quired that in every shop where a young person (that is, a 

m under the age of eighteen years) is employed a notice 
shall be kept exhibited by the employer in a conspicuous place 
referring to the provisions of the Aot and stating the number 
of hours in the week during which a young person may law- 
fully be employed in the shop, but, strangely enough, the 
section omitted to impose any fine or penalty upon the employer 
if he neglected to exhibit this notice, and the court, in Ham- 
mond v. Pulsford, held, and it would seem rightly held, that 
there could not be imported into section 4 the fine imposed by 
section 5 for ‘‘employing a young person in a shop contrary 
to the provisions of this Act.” The omission to exhibit this 
notice would very materially defeat the objects of these Sho 
Hours Acts, and the fact that no fine or penalty was impo 
would certainly tend to make the section a dead letter. To 
remedy this defect the Home Secretary and Mr. Gzoraz 
Russztt have introduced the Shop Hours Bill, which has 
already passed the House of Commons, and is now awaiting 
the second reading in the House of Lords. The Bill proposes 
that if an employer fails to keep exhibited the notice required 
by section 4 of the Shop Hours Act, 1892, he shall be liable to 
a fine of forty shillings. By a little care in the drafting of the 
original clause, and the insertion of a single sentence therein, 
the whole of the trouble and expense attending the case of 
Hammond v. Pulsford, and the passing of an amending Act 
would have been avoided. 








CONTINUING ACTIONS AGAINST DISTRICT 
COUNCILS. 


Locat boards under the Public Health Act, 1875, have been 
replaced by district councils, and inasmuch as the now defunct 
boards were more or less litigious, there are a great many 
standing actions and matters in which they were either plaintiffs 
or defendants, or applicants or respondents as the case may be. 
The district councils have thus entered into a more or less 
(generally less) desirable inheritance in the shape of actions 
at law in various stages of development. What is to be done 
in these cases? The answer to this question may at first sight 
seem 80 simple that our readers will wonder why we ask it. 
Perliament, in its wisdom, anticipated any possible difficulty 
which might arise on this score ly passing section 88 of the 
Government Act, 1894: 
“Tf at any time when any powers, duties, liabilities, debts, 
Or property are by this"Act transferred to a council 


Or parish meeting any action or proceeding, or an 


cause of action or proceeding, is pending or exis y 
oo st any au ROPE in relation thereto, the same 
no 


t bein any way prejudicially affected by the 


peng of this Act, but may be continued, prosecuted, or 
enforced by or against the council or parish meeting as suc- 
cessors of the said authority in like manner as if this Act 
had not been passed,” 
The words we have italicized were obviously intended to 
prevent the continuity of proceedings in the court from being 
interfered with by the transmission of responsibility from the 
one body to the other. It might very well ame been contended 
that that clause was a general order to carry on proceedings 
made by authority of Parliament, and that the mere production 
of the words of the section to the ee r officer of the court in 
which any action was pending would be sufficient to secure the 
substitution of the name of the particular council concerned for 
that of the local board which it had replaced. But if we are 
correctly informed there appears to be some practical difficulty 
in giving this effect to the section, certainly so far as 
proceedings in the High Court are concerned. 

The record of the court cannot be altered in a particular case 
by a general enactment which has no specific reference to that 
case, An action of A. v. The Local Board of B. could not be 
changed into an action of 4. v. The District Council of C. on the 

meral terms of the section we have quoted. The areas of the 
district councils are in many cases different from those of the 
local boards, and before altering its record the court would 
require information as to the succession. Lethe | ower therefore, 
that in all pending actions by or against | ards there has 


the meaning of R. 8. C., ord. 17, r. 4, and that the proper course 
is to under that rule, and to apply for an order to carry on 
P gs in the o way, and at the same time or subse- 
quently to comply with the terms of ord. 16, r. 15, and amend 
the proceedings a adding the new defendant in place of the old 
one. 

It is somewhat amusing to reflect that whereas the above 
section says that all these actions are to be continued “as if 
this Act had not been passed,” the only way in which they can 
in fact be continued is by taking the same steps and ae 
the same procedure under Rules of Court as if that section h 
not been passed. 





DEBTS AND INCUMBRANCES AND ESTATE DUTY. 
Tue 7th section of the Finance Act, 1894, provides : 

‘7,—(1) In determining the value of an estate for the purposes of 
estate duty allowance shall be made for reasonable funeral 
expenses, and for debts and incumbrances; but an allowance 
shall not be made— 

‘* (a) for debts incurred by the deceased, or incumbrances created 
by a disposition made by the deceased, unless such debts or 
imcumbrances were incurred or created bond fide for full con- 


own use and benefit and take effect out of his interest, nor 

‘¢ (6) for any debt in respect whereof there is a right to reimburse- 
ment from any other estate or person, unless such reimburse- 
ment cannot be obtained, nor 

‘¢ (e) more than once for the same debt or incumbrance charged 
upon different portions of the estate ; 

‘‘ and any debt or incumbrance for which an allowance is made shall 
be deducted from the value of the land or other subjects of 
property liable thereto.’’ 

In the construction of this section it must be remembered 
that “where duty is claimed by the Crown, the Crown must 
have a right to claim it according to the form and technicality 
of the law, and also according to the substance of the trans- 
action ; and unless both concur the subject is not liable” (per 
Porxoox, O.B., in Re Barker, 7 H. & N., at p. 115). 

Incumbrances created by a disposition made by the deceased.—It 
must be remembered that ‘‘incumbrances”’ include mortgages 
and terminable charges (section 22 (1) (4) ), which include life 
annuities and improvement rent 6 

“ A disposition taking effect out of the interest of the deceased 
person shall be deemed to have been made by him whether 
the concurrence of another person was or was not required” 
(section 22 (2) (5) ). 

An incumbrance of any nature created by a predecessor in 
title of the deceased may be deducted. The question arises, 





What is the effect of a transfer of a mortgage created by a 


been a “change or transmission of interest or liability” within po, 


° ney 


l 


sideration in money or money’s worth wholly for the deceased’s || 


= 


Rests) Oe ens? 


‘ 


o.0 =a oo. SC ot. . > 2 fee ee. 4 ee ie eee 


wo oft em Eo 


Se Ss God ta 












@ea/’S@aonrnorreGereow 


ld 








March 30, 1895. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





LVol. 39-] 359 _ 








predecessor in title where the deceased is a party to the transfer 
and the old equity of redemption is destroyed and a new equity 
of redemption is created? It may be argued that the incum- 
brance is created by the deceased, on the und that the 
disposition was made by the deceased and takes effect out of 
his interest, although the concurrence of the mortgagee was 
necessary. But this view appears to be erroneous, as the sub- 
stance of the transaction is only a transfer of the mortgage: 

Wale v. Commissioners of Inland Revenue (4 Ex. D. 270). But, 
however this may be, the question can hardly arise, for, as we 
shall afterwards shew, the consideration is money paid wholly 
for the deceased’s own use and benefit, and therefore the amount 
due on the mortgage at his death may be deducted. 

It should be noticed that, as incumbrances not made by the 
deceased can be deducted, incumbrances created by the order of 
a public body, as, for example, rent-charges created by the 
Board of Agriculture under the provisions of the Improvement 
of Land Act, 1864, or the Oopyhold Act, 1895, may be 
deducted. 

‘‘ Valuable consideration’’ may consist either of some right, 
interest, profit, or benefit accruing to one party to a contract or 
to a stranger at his request, or of some forbearance, detriment, 
loss, or responsibility given, suffered, or taken by the other: 

Currie v. Misa (L. R. 10 Ex., at p. 162), Laythoarp v. Bryant 
(3 Scott, 250). It will be observed that the consideration may 
be valuable though it is not full, or, as it is more commonly 
called, ‘‘adequate”: Bolton v. Madden (L. R. 9 Q. B. 55), 
Hitchcock v. Coker (6 Ad. & El. 438). 

** Full consideration.’’—This appears to mean full at the time 
when the debt was incurred or the incumbrance created. 
the object of the provision is to prevent gifts from being made 
under the guise of debts or incumbrances for value, it will pro- 
bably be held that, if the bargain in pursuance of which the 
debt or incumbrance was incurred or created was made by 
persons dealing at arm’s length, the consideration will, primd 
Jacie, be taken to be full. Probably in cases where the con- 
sideration was not full, part of the debt or incumbrance equal 
in value to the consideration may be deducted. 

“ For his own use and benefit.”,—Most people would say that if 
a man borrows money with thefintention of employing it for an 
illegal or immoral purpose, that he does not incur the debt for 
his own benefit. But this does appear to be the meaning of the 
words here. The emphasis is on the word “own,” not on 
“benefit,” and the meaning is that debts and incumbrances are 
not to be deducted unless they were incurred for the benefit of 
the deceased as distinguished from the benefit of another 
person. Probably where the debt or incumbrance was incurred 
partly for the benefit uf the deceased and partly for the benefit 
of a stranger it may be apportioned, and the part incurred for 
the benefit of the deceased deducted. 

Probably debts or incumbrances will be held to have been 
incurred for the deceased’s own use and benefit in the cases 
following :— 

(1) Where the consideration was work done for him by, or 
things purchased by him from, a stranger. 

(2) Where the consideration was money, and the deceased 
could do what he liked with it when it was in his hands. 

(3) Where the consideration was money advanced to the 
deceased by a stranger, and was borrowed in order to enable 
the deceased to perform a contract entered into by him with a 
third party, where he would have been liable in damages if he 
had gt wage wr his contract. 

(4) Where the consideration was money advanced to the 
deceased by a stranger, and was borrowed for the purpose of 
paying off a charge in favour of a third party on the property 
of the deceased. 

The first of these cases appears to require no explanation. 
The third and fourth are really included in the second, but it is 
convenient to discuss them separately. 

In cases of the second class we cannot look into the motives 
which induced the deceased to borrow the money. He ma 
have intended to employ it in paying his son’s debts ; but thie 
does not bring it within the section under consideration. It will 
be observed that, whatever be the manner in which the deceased 


intends to apply the money, the transaction does not fall within 
the mischief intended to be guarded against by the Act. The 





intention demty OS PE ee ee ee 
ucted. 

In the second and third cases the transaction is clearly for the 
benefit of the deceased, as by borrowing the money he avoids in 
the one case an action for damages, and in the other case an 
action for raising the charge. 

Suppose the deceased, in consideration of a marriage, covenants 
to pay £10,000 to the trustees of a settlement. This sum, if 
unpaid at his death, cannot be deducted, for two reasons : first, 
the consideration is not money or money’s worth; second, the 
debt was not incurred for his own use and benefit. Suppose 
that the trustees require payment. If the deceased does not 
pay the money he is liable to an action for damages, or even to 

made a bankrupt. It would be contrary to the ordinary use 
of language to hold that if he borrows money for the purpose of 
paying the £10,000 he does not do so for his own use and 

t 


Suppose that the deceased by his iage settlement charges 
his land with £10,000, this sum, if un at his death, cannot 
be deducted. But suppose that the trustees call it in. What is 
he to do? It clearly is for his use and benefit to borrow the 
money and pay off the charge rather than to have it raised in an 
action. 

We have not yet considered the force of the word “ wholly” 
in the phrase “ wholly for his own use and benefit.” It must 
be remembered that whenever a man borrows money to enable 
him to pay a debt due from him or to discharge an incumbrance 
on his property there is a sense in which it may be said that he 
does not incur the debt “ wholly” for his own use. No doubt 


As | other persons will benefit by his raising the money, but as the 


rimary object of his raising it is to avoid an action or even 
mer, tcy, and it is only incidentally that other persons benefit 
by his borrowing it, it can hardly be said that he does not raise 
it “wholly” for his own use and benefit. It may be asked, 
What are the cases in which a man does not incur the debt or 
incumbrance wholly for his own use and benefit? Most of the 
cases where this occurs are where the tenant for life of settled 
a ong borrows money on the security of the settled 
under a statutory or special power which enables him to borrow 
wh aeeeon: res ee oe benefit of the 
se roperty, so that, although mens ee See ae 
for his 2. benefit, it was also raised partly for the benefit 
the other claiming under the settlement. Again, he 
may exercise a special power of raising money for advances to a 
rtionist, in which case the incumbrance is not created for his 
efit—it is created for the benefit of the onist only. 
Another example is where a wife mortgages her property to 
secure money paid to her husband. 

In the second and third cases the test appears to be, Could 
the deceased have applied the money when raised as he thought 
fit? If so, the mortgage by which it was raised is an incum- 
brance which can be deducted. In the fourth case the test 
appears to be, Could he, in virtue of his rights as owner, as 
distinguished from his rights as donee of a special power, have 
raised the money? If this be the case, the mortgage by which 
it was raised is an incumbrance which can be ded . The 
mere facts of the persons entitled to the charge concurring, and 
of the money being paid to them, does not appear to alter this, 
but the point is not deen. It may be that when a man 
once creates a family charge on his which cannot be 
deducted, that an incumbrance created for paying it off cannot 
be deducted on the ground that the money raised was not 
wholly for his own use and benefit. But suppose that th 
— was created by a predecessor in title, in which case 
yan deducted. Suppose, ea that the owner vet pusiae 

Trows money on mortgage urpose of pa: 
it off, it aces be monstrous to thy a the fe eg debt 
cannot be deducted, and yet the question whether the money 
borrowed is wholly for his own use and benefit appears to be the 
ver - ee considerable nicety arise with respect 

uestions 0: i may 
to charges on settled property. 8u that A. settles property, 
not for money or money’s worth, by the settlement confers 
Reakfen w pe SS 
isposition by w or . 
sd exercised the interest 


oo 





The general rule is that where a power is 
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created by the appointment takes effect exactly in the same 
manner as if it had been created by the instrument creating the 
power: Sir Edward Clere’s case (6 Rep. 17b), Venables v. Morris 
(7 T. R. 342), Braybrooke v. Attorney-General (9 H. L. Cas., at pp. 
167-182). It follows that where B. exercises a power of charging 
conferred on him by a disposition made by A., the charge in 
effect is created by a disposition made by A. 

The following are some of the cases that occur in practice : 

First.—Let the power be a special power, as a power to enable 
B. to make a charge in favour of ©. Suppose that B. exercises 
the power and dies before A. In this case the incumbrance was 
created by a disposition made by A., and if it overrides his life 
estate takes effect out of his interest, but as the charge was not 
made wholly for A.’s own use and benefit, the amount cannot be 
deducted in the valuation for duty on A.’s death. 

If B. survives A. estate duty will be payable on A.’s death on 
the value of the settled property without deducting the value of 
the charge, for the reasons given above. The question whether 
any duty is payable on the settled property on B.’s death 
de s upon whether the settlement ‘continues ”’ at his death. 
If it does not, so that duty is payable, the amount of the charge 
may be deducted, as it arose under a disposition made by A. 

condly.—Let the power be general, as, for instance, a 
power to B. to make a charge in favour of such persons as he 
thinks fit. If B. dies before A. duty is payable on the amount 
of the charge whether B. has exercised his power or not 
(section 22 (2) (a) ). On the subsequent death of A. no deduc- 
tion can be made in respect of the charge. 

If B. survives A. duty will be payable on the amount of the 
charge, whether the settlement continues at his death or not, 
and whether the power has been exercised or not (see section 
22 (2) (a)). 

asionally power is given to the trustees of a strict settle- 
ment to raise money, with or without the consent of the settlor, 
and to apply the money, when raised, for some or all of the 
purposes for which capital moneys arising under the settlement 
can be applied. Iu this case, if the money is raised during the 
lifetime of the settlor, it cannot be deducted, as the money is 
not raised solely for his benefit. It will be observed that, if 
this view is correct, the Crown will get the benefit of the money 
raised twice over—first, as an incumbrance which cannot be 
deducted in estimating the value of the settled property ; and, 
secondly, as part of the settled property itself. Probably, 
therefore, the amount raised may be deducted owing to the 
provisions against double aggregations : section 7 (10). 

The practical conclusion at which we arrive is that, for the 
purpose of avoiding duty, all family charges created by a 
tenant for life should, if possible, be paid off in his lifetime, 
either by selling part of the settled property and applying the 
amount in payment of the charges, or by his paying off the charges 
out of his own money, and either taking a transfer of them or 
making them siok for the benefit of the settled property, as by 
either of these two methods the amount to be aggregated will 
be diminished. 














LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Law oF Eyipence.—The Evidence in Criminal Cases Bill, intro- 
duced by the Lord Chancellor, is mainly the same as that of Lord 
Harssury dealing with the same subject (ante, p. 327). Both Bills 
have been read a second time in the House of Lords. 

. Costs UNDER THE Lanps Cuiauses Acts.—The Lands Clauses 
oye nee of Costs) Bill (see ante, p. 312) has been read a third time 
mn the House of Lords. 

DocuMENTARY EvIDENCE.—The Documentary Evidence Bill (see 
ante, p. 312) has been read a third time in the House of Lords. 

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE.—-The Justices of the Peace Bill, intro- 
duced by Mr. OWEN, recites in the preamble that it is expedient that 
justices of the peace who have, without due cause, neglected for a 
year to attend at sessions should be removed from the commission of 
the peace ; that the present system of recommendatior. for the appoint- 
ment of justices of the peace is unsatisfactory ; and that it is expedient 
that county and borough councils should have the power of nomi- 
nation. The first of these objects is dealt with in clause 2, which 
disqualifies any justice of the peace who, without due cause, fails to 
attend at some general, quarter, petty, or special sessions for a whole 


year. Recordsof attendance are to be kept by clerks of the peace and 
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clerks to the justices, and returns of justices in default are to be sent 
to the Lord Chancellor (clause 3), before whom any justice whose 
name is so returned may show cause why his name should not 
be removed from the commission of the . Failing this, 
his name is to be forthwith removed sas 5). Clause 6 
provides that town and county councils shall have the right to 
nominate persons for appointment to the office of justice of the 
within their borough, city, or county, as the casemay be; and pear 
7 provides for the establishment of a nominating committee. Chair- 
men of district councils may submit names of suitable persons resid- 
ing within their districts, and the nominating committee of the town 
or county council are to take such representation into consideration 
(clause 8). The number of persons to be nominated shall be such as 
the Lord Chancellor, having regard to the requirements of the city, 
borough, or petty sessional divisions of the county, shall, from time 
to time, determine (clause 10). Clause 11 abolishes the property 
qualification. Particulars of the persons nominated are to be sent to 
the Lord Chancellor (clause 12), and no person is to be appointed a 
justice who has not been nominated in manner provided By the Act 
(clause 13). In the county of Lancaster the Chancellor of the Duchy 
is substituted for the Lord Chancellor (clause 15), and the provisions 
of the Act are to apply only to England and Wales (clause 16). The 
Bill has been read a second time in the House of Commons. Two 
other Bills relating to justices of the peace have been introduced and 
read a first time. The Justices of the Peace Qualification (Repeal) 
Bill, introduced by Mr. ALPHEUS Morton, has for its object the 
removal of the property qualification for county magistrates; and 
the Justices of the Peace (Qualification) Bill, introduced by Mr. 
Donp, is designed to amend the mode of appointment of, and the 
qualification required for, county magistrates. With regard to the 
mode of appointment it is similar to Mr. OwEn’s Bill, vesting the 
right of nomination in county councils or other public local 
authorities ; and it proposes that any resident householders of two 
years’ standing shall be eligible for appointment. 

MARKET GARDENERS’ COMPENSATION.—The two Market Gardeners’ 
Compensation Bills, one introduced by Col. Lona and the other by 
Mr. CHANNING, have been considered by the Standing Committee on 
Trade. Each Bill refers to the Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 
1883, as the principal Act, and is intended to alter that Act in favour 
of market gardeners. Section 34 of the principal Act, dealing with 
the tenant’s property in fixtures, is to extend to “every fixture or 
building affixed or erected by the tenant to or upon his holding for 
the purpose of his trade or business as a market gardener,’ and 
changes are made in the first schedule to the Act so far as regards 
market gardens. The following items are removed from Part I. 
(improvements to which the consent of the landlord is required), 
namely, (1) erection or enlargement of buildings; (6) making of 
gardens; and (11) planting of orchards or fruit bushes; and the 
following items are to be included in Part III. (improvements to 
which consent of landlord is not required), namely, (i.) planting of 
standard or other fruit trees permanently set out; (ii.) planting of 
fruit bushes permanently sct out ; (iii.) planting of strawberry plants ; 
(iv.) planting of asparagus; and (v.) erection or enlargement of 
buildings for the purposes of the trade or business of a market 
gardener. Col. Lona’s Bill was taken as the basis of the deliberations 
of the committee, and that Bill, as amended, applies to every case 
where, after the passing of the Act, it is agreed in writing that the 
holding shall be treated as a market garden. With regard to 
tenancies current at the commencement of the Act, it is provided 
that the Act shall apply to any holding used at that date as a market 
garden with the knowledge of the landlord, where the tenant has 
executed or shall execute any improvements for which a right of 
compensation is given by the Act without receiving written notice of 
objection from the landlord. A proposal by the Attorney-General to 
bring within the scope of the Bill those parts of agricultural holdings 
‘* cultivated wholly or mainly for the purpose of the business of 
market gardening ”’ was accepted. This is practically the whole of 
Col. Lone’s Bill. Mr. Cuannine’s Bill also contains clauses grant- 
ing compensation for disturbance and giving the tenant a right to 
sell his improvements, and two amendments were proposed by him 
with a view to including similar proposals in Col. Lona’s Bill. In 
deference to the opinion expressed by Mr. GARDNER that the question 
of compensation lor anus was one which could only be decided 
by the House itself on the initiative of the Government, the first 
amendment was withdrawn. The second amendment, dealing with 
the right of sale, was negatived by 17 votes to 7. 








The Times says that Mr. Justice Chitty is slowly recovering from the 
effects of the attack of influenza, and will leave London for the South of 
France to recruit his strength. 

We are requested to state that Mr. Rhys Goring Thomas, solicitor, of 
76, Finsbury-pavement, E.0., is in no way connected with Mr. G. A. 
Thomas, of the same address, against whom a receiving order was made 
on the 14th of March. 
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REVIEWS. 
BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Statutes of Practical Utility. Arranged in Alphabetical and 


Chronological Order, with Notes and Indexes. Being the Fifth 
Edition of Chitty’s Statutes. By J. M. Lxty, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. VII. “Loans” to “ Metal Dealers.” Sweet & Maxweil 
(Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, with the Rules of Court made 
thereunder. Being a Supplement to Kay’s Law to Ship- 
masters and Seamen; to which are added the ) Regula- 
tions for’Preventing Collisions at Sea. With Notes. By the Hon. 
JoHNnN WILLIAM MANSFIELD, M.A., and Gzores WILLIAM DuNcAN, 
B.A., Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


The Insane and the Law. A Plain Guide for Medical Men, Soli- 
citors, and Others as to (1) the Detention and Treatment; (2) Main- 
tenance; (3) Civil and Criminal Responsibility; and (4) Capacity 
either (a) to give Evidence or (b) to e a Will of Persons Mentally 
Afflicted ; with Hints to Medical Witnesses and to Cross-examining 
Counsel. By Gegorce-Pirt Lewis, Q.C., Recorder of Poole; 
R. Percy Smiru, M.D., F.R.C.P., Resident Physician of Bethlehem 
Royal Hospital; and J. A. Hawke, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. J. & A. 
Churcbill ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


A Summary of the Law of Land and Mortgage ion in 
the British Empire and Foreign Countries. With an Appendix con- 
taining the Land Transfer Act, 1875; the Land Transfer Bill, 1895; 
and the Law of Inheritance Amendment Bill, 1895. By R. Burnet 
Morris, M.A., LL.B. (Cantab.), Barrister-at-Law. . Clowes & 
Sons (Limited). 

CORRESPONDENCE. 

LIABILITY TO RESTORE POLICY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Can any of your readers throw light, either theoretical or 
practical, upon the following question? As in the case of many 
other matters which must be of frequent occurrence, and which one 
would expect to have been from time to time judicially elucidated, 
there is on the point in question a singular absence of authority. 

I have recently had to advise one of my clients, a married man, 
touching his liability for the payment of premiums on a policy of 
assurance under covenants contained in his marriage settlement. My 
client entered into a covenant with the trustees of the settlement that 
he, the covenantor, would not do or suffer anything whereby the 
policy might become void or voidable, pee would duly and 
penne 3, the annual ry = other sum or sums of money 
necessary for keeping on foot the policy or an icy or policies 
effected ms thereinafter provided, or for restoring the sen fled oie 
if the same respectively should have become voidable, and in case the 
policy or = f policy or policies effected as thereinafter provided should 

ecome void would effect a new policy or policies with « such office or 
offices as the trustees should direct. 

The company with which the policy was effected has been wound 
up, and accordingly it has been impossible for my client to continue 
paying the premiums, as there is no compauy now in existence to 
receive payment, 

The trustees of the settlement are now seeking to compel the 
covenantor to effect a new ae, The interesting question thus 
arises as to what the covenantor’s legal liability in the matter is. It 
cannot, of course, be suggested that by the failure of the company 
my client ‘‘has done or suffered anything whereby the policy has 
become void or voidable,”’ and if the ex ion “has done or 
suffered anything ” is to be taken as controlling the clause i 
my client’s obligation in case of the — becoming voidable or void, 
«ha — that the trustees cannot legally enforce their present 

emard. 

It will doubtless astonish your readers to hear that I have been 

able to unearth only one authority which bears on the point ( ] 
v. Heinke, 1871, 40 L. J. Ch. 306). It is cited in Bunyon on e 
Assurance, 3rd ed., 1891, but I can find no trace of it in the other 
text-books I have consulted, and there would appear to have been no 
subsequent judicial reference to it. At any rate, it is not contained 
in Talbot & Fort’s Digest of Cases judicially referred to from 1865 to 
1890. In the case now under discussion there were three debtors who 
had by deed covenanted (inter alia) with their creditor to pay the 
premiums on the policy of assurance belonging to him, which they 
did regularly until the company with which the policy was effected 
oo SS — up. ; 

t was then sought by the representatives of the 
eoditor to hae % Geekined ‘ans the Repality of the debtors did not 
cease the winding up of the com and the Bill filed also 






















































that it did not adequately express the agreement come to between 


the ies. 
elasc uedeewedanaiin search into the American reports, but 
bag f= pendbe tempt 2 rerbnyat carreras an 
‘ in en Sal ent ee tae for ies t 
of an in’ i i i am some of your 
learned teresting Tite able and willing to throw instructive, if not 
authoritative, light upon the question. Tuos. J. SAVAGE. 
44, Finsbury-circus, E.C., March 26, 
[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. 8. J.] 





APPEALS FROM te IN THE QUEEN’S BENCH 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have read your note on the decision in Hood Barre v. 
Cathcart which relates to the power of the judge at chambers to refer 
matters to the Divisional Court, and, wi agreeing with every- : 
thing you say as to its importance, I think the decision of the Court : 
of Appeal in the same case a week later is still more important. In 
this last case a summons by me at chambers to have a receiver 
appointed of certain rents due to Mrs. Cathcart at the date of the 
order for costs was refused _b li eo i= y 


a being summons ly the same 
t of decision in the Court of Aopen en SS 5 th of 
June, 1894, T questions are matters, not of procedure, but of 


substantive law, as they involve the decision : 

1, Whether the restaint on snticipation an be aanexed to separate 
property held by a married woman under the Act of 1882 “ in the 
same manner as if she were a feme sole.” ; 

2. Whether a limitation of the: life estate to a married woman, 


good. 

3. Assuming that a married woman is restrained from anticipation, 
whether the restraint ceases when the rents become due, or con- 
tinues after the rents are due, so as to prevent, not only anticipation, 
but present enjoyment. ; . . . 

As you truly say in your nete in this week’s issue, it was impossible 
to argue such questions as these before the judge at chambers. But 
the question arose whether the appeal, being on a matter of substan- 
tive law, lay to the Court of Appeal or to the Divisional Court. I 
therefore applied to the Court of _— for direct 
mitted that the true construction 
appeals from the jadge at chambers, except in the excepted matters, are 
to the Court of Appeal, and that in the excepted matters appeals still 
lie to the Divisional Court. I submitted the 
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habeas corpus, and that it could not have been intended to deprive + 
the subject of the security of an appeal by a side wind. The Cou = 
of Appe wever, thought otherwise, ae ste 

t appe | pi Op erly lai r to th Court. 0: A 
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2, Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, W.C., March 25. 





A PUBLIC TRUSTEE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Permit me to remind your “H.” that the Pay- 
master, or, to give him his correct title, the ‘‘ Assistant Paymaster- 


te Be Coat of rere Funds) Act, 1872, and the Supreme Court 
of Judicature (Funds, Act, 1883. Section 8 of the former Act 


and section 2 of the latter appear conclusive on this point. C. 





COSTS OF ACTIONS REFERRED TO COUNTY COURT, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 







Sir,—I shall be glad to hear the of any of your readers 
under such circumstances as the _— 

An action was recently commenced in the High Court for goods 
sold under £50. An order was made summons for j 
giving leave to defend, plaintiff to be at to substitute another 








on pany, 
prayed that the defendants (the debtors be ordered to pay the 
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Plaintiff amended writ, and then took out another summons for judg- 
ment, upon which an order was made giving leave to defend, ye pes | 
the action to the county court, and Secsting that the costs of an 
occasioned by the amendment and thrown away should be defendant's 
in any event. Defendant succeeded in the county court with costs. 
The costs were presented for taxation, but the registrar refused to tax 
those of and occasioned by the amendment and thrown away. They 
were therefore presented to the High Court, but the master refused to 
tax, the whole action having been transferred to the county court. 
The plaintiff ee agreed these costs, but the registrar of the 
county court refused to add them to the judgment. 
London, March 27. MANAGING CLERK. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
EASTER VACATION, 1895. 
Notice. 
There will be no sitting in court during the Easter Vacation. 
During Easter Vacation all applications which may require to be 
ly or promptly heard are to be made to Mr. Justice Romer. 
Mr. Justice mer will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, 
a to Monday, April 22nd, both days inclusive. 
lordship will sit in Queen’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on 
Thursday, April 15th, at 11 a.m., for the disposal of urgent Queen's 
Bench summonses. 
On cther days within the above period applications in urgent 
matters may be made to his lordship at Lawford Hall, Manningtree, 


In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel may be sent. to 
the judge Ke-post, or parcel, pre id, accompanied by office 
of the avits in support of the application, and also by a 

ute, on a rate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the oar 

be ay consider the appliuant ited to, and also an envelope 
Saar, of receiving the papers, ad as follows :—‘‘ Chancery 
ial Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ 


Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.” 
On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
sent 


pg writ issued, must also be ; 
papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 
Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts 


of Justice, March 27th, 1895. 




















annual income ’’ within the meaning of the rule. The principal 

difficulty was that the possibility of charging two sets of peueine? was 
resent to the mind of the Legislature (see section 149 of the Lunacy Act, 
890), who had dealt with one case, but not with the converse. 

Lrxoizy, L.J., was also of opinion that the rule did not apply to the 
money remitted to England for maintenance. The true way to look at 
the question was that the clear annual income had paid the percentage 
once, and should not pay it again. 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., regretted that he could not go so far as Lord Hals- 
bury and Lindley, L.J. His lordship th t the case would have been 
unarguable if it not been for the rule; but when the income came to 
England it was still, in his opinion, clear annual income, although 
allocated by the Lord Chancellor of Ireland to maintenance.—Covunsnzi, 
Vernon Smith, Q.0., and Stewart Smith ; Ingle Joyce. Soricrrons, Palmer, 
Eland, $ Nettleship ; Hare ¢ Co. 

(Reported by Anwoip Groves, Barrister-at-Law.]} 
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Court of Appeal. 
Re CLIFFE, EDWARDS v. BROWN—No. 2, 25th March. 


Practice—Orper mapE vrox CricinaTinc Summons—Lezave To SERVE 
Notice or ORDER OUT OF JURISDICTION. 














This was x parte from a decision of North, J., and raised the 
question w tice an order which had been made upon an 
originating nons be served out of the jurisdiction. he 
estator, the above-named lf. Cliffe, deceased, was an English subject 
domiciled in France. By his will he devised and bequeathed his property 


upon trust for conversion into personalty and division into seven equal 
shares to be held upon certain trusts. The funds resenting four of 
such shares were transferred to this country and lodged in court. As to 
one of such last-mentioned shares there was, in the events that i> 
an intestacy acco’ to the laws both of France and England. This 
action was comm: by originating summons, and by an order of the 
11th of December, 1893, made in the action it was (inter alia) declared 
that the domicile of the testator at the time of his death was French, that 
there was an intestacy as to the one-seventh share in question, and 
inquiries were directed to ascertain who were the persons entitled to such 
share. These inquiries were proceeded with in chambers, and one of the 
persons entitled was found a the chief clerk to be a Mr. W. Cliffe, 
residing in France. Owing to the fact that the said W. Cliffe would have 
to b into ry an amount the sum to which he would be 
entitled under the intestacy he had no interest, and took no part in the 
Pp at chambers, and was in no way bound by them. With a view 
of bringing the case within ord. 16, r. 40, plain’ ——- to North, J., 
in chambers for leave to serve notice of the said order of the 11th of 
December, 1893, upon the said W. Cliffe, but on Saturday, the 23rd of 
March, his — delivered his ey nary in court refusing the applica- 
ap to the 
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tion. The plain urt of Appeal. . 2 
a ees aa Tue Court (Livpzey and A. L. Saurru, L.J3,) approved of the decision The 
ASE Their lordshipe sted. that th pag Seton th ed state 
. such an order. ips stai e form in m , : 
CASES OF THE WEEK No. 12, at p. 13) appeared to be based on a misconception, and pointed on 
Lunacy. at the prope course for a was to serve me | ‘bad « 
Re GREHAN (A LUNATIC)—C. A. No. 2, 19th March. a. 
Lunatic—PERcentaGE ON CLEAR ANNUAL IncomE—Payment IN IRELAND te 
—Remirrance To Encianp or Sum ror Marnrenance—Lunacy Reev- statu 
LaTion (InELAND) Act, 1871 (34 Vict. c. 22), 8. 109—Ruuzs m Lunacy, OrTesr. the pi 
1892, zn. 126. (Reported by Wu. Scorr Tompson, Barrister-at-Law. tained 
eee nes the decision of the master in Lunacy. The lunatic was aang 
2 _ ae wet a Property _ in Ireland. The lunatic was bares, 
80 found by ing ion D , and a committee of her estate and . iViSi 
person was appointed there. The record of the inquisition was, however, High Court—Chancery Division. En 
uently transmitted to Ireland. The income of the lunatic’s estate | ALLPORT v. THE SECURITY CO. (LIM.) AND OTHERS—North, J., for : 
smouaed to £1120, ant ti Lord Chancellor in Ireland made an order " Chitty, S., Sand Gooch. bit thip ¢ 
ofthe Iai” Percentage had ors Shae ans shat seat” | Maxparonr Tnzexomiox—Lnase—Baason or Oovexaxs—Daxournox or [ig 
Tho master in Lunacy in England decided that percentage was payable Grams. 
in upon the £1,065 by virtue of rule 126 of the Rules in A a for man injunction. By lease, dated the 19th of Novem- wide « 
1892. That rule provides that there shall be paid a percentage at the rate | ber, ‘ to the plaintiff, as from the 29th of word | 
of four per cent. per annum on the clear annual income, amounting to | September for a term of seven years, certain rooms on the fourth and fifth | ped 
£100 and apuande, of every lunatic so found by inquisition. For the | floor of No. 63, St. James’s-street, pometer (in common with other 
appeal it was contended that the £1,065 was not “clear annual income,”’ | tenants of the lessors) with the use of the entrance hall and stairs le 4 i are 
but a sum ear-marked by the Lord Chancellor for a special purpose, that the said rooms . . . and 0} ‘ ie covenant for q 
the had been rightly charged in Ireland under section 109 of | enjoyment, w was in the usual form, extended to the use of the which 
the tion (Ireland) Act, 1871, and was not chargeable again | entrance _hall, ¥ and at. The defendants had pulled down the as to f 
in England. For the Attorney-General it was argued that much work | de , ali p down a wall in the entrance hall so as to og) 


done in the matter by the Lunacy Office in England, and that it was 
reasonable that the tage should be charged. 

Tus Court (Lord Hatssury and Linpiey, L.J.; A. L. Sura, L.J., 

) decided that the percentage was not payable, and allowed the 

fond Hatssury said that he confessed to having experienced t 

in construing the Acts. Taking the Acts together (the Trish 

Act the English Act of 1890) the substantial rule was that payment 

was made to the lunacy offices for work done. Speaking generally, admin- 


istration was for by a tage of four cent. The estate was 
sdministosed fo Ireland’ The rule in Bagtad mate the ‘‘clear annual 


imcome’’ of the lunatic chargeable with percentage. Looking at the | 
policy of the Acts, he thought that this sum of £1,065 was not “‘ clear 





give plaintiff access to the main staircase in the building, which was larger — 
and more commodious. In co uence, the plaintiff to reach his rooms a 
had to go up by the lift or to use the other quliaias, which oes een direct. a 
The defendants had tried to induce the plaintiff to agree to these altera- }_ 
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tions, but he had refused. There were no other tenants in the ae q fal stu 
This was an application for an injunction until the trial of the action 3 think, 
esti : he del g rom DErmMIttin: h or : —Coun 
he said or defendants it was [ Bram, 
gts @ mandatory injunction could not be granted on this applies: : Smith, 
tion, because (1) on the true construction of the lease, the defendants were 
not prohibited from down the stise and substituting an oqente ~ 7 
convenient one ; (2) was no case in which an order been made — 
to rebuild pending trial, and that such an order was not analogous in © Soxtorr 
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March 30, 1895. _ 
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principle to an order to pull down ; (3) even had this been the trial of the 
action the court need not have granted such an inj but would 
have the option to t damages if the injury to the plaintiff were small 
and temporary; (4) that as the court would not grant the 
mandatory injunction at the trial, it ought not to do so now, as there was 
no prima facie right to it, and the court could not yet tell the amount of 
suffered by the plaintiff, as the stairs now accessible to the 

laintiff would be easier and better lighted, and, moreover, half the term 
“ which the rooms had been demised had . Plaintiff's 
counsel cited Bonner v. Great Western Rai Oo, (24 Oh. D., j t of 
Fry, L.J., at p. 10), Krehi v. Burrell (7 Ch. D. 554; s.c. 11 Oh. D. 146). 
Defendants’ counsel relied on Isenberg v. East India Estates Co. (3 De G. J. 


& Sm. 272), Durell v. Pritchard (1 Ch. App. 250 fer v. Cit L 
Blacric Lighting Co, (1895, 1 Ch. 288; Lindley, pe at p. sere, 
Smith, ci at Pp. 2, 

id that the construction of ‘the lease wer athe aad teat TE ete 
said that the construction of the lease was plain, a 
demise of the stairs as much as of the rooms; that he sa 















claim : Lane v. digate (10 Ves. 193), Rankin vy. Huskisso (4 Sim. 13).— 
Covnser, Levett, Q.C., and McSwinney ; Byrne, Q.0., and W. EB. Vernon. 
Soticrrorns, 7. G. Bullen ; Burchell ¢ Co. 

[Reported by R. SriteM, Barrister-at-Law.]) 


HANFSTAENGL v. NEWNES—Stirling, J., 12th, 13th, and 26th March. 


CorrricutT—Picrurrs—INrrincEMent—Sxztcues From Livine Picrurgs 
—Prsiication 1s Newsparern—Five Arts COorrrieaut Act, 1862 
(25 & 26 Vier. c. 68). 


This was an action by the plaintiff against the rietor and publisher 
of the Westminster Budget eecking to restrain cuttin ahenel infringements 
of the copyright in various pictures, which were originally produced in 


Germany, and in respect of which the plaintiff sought to enforce rights 
conferred by the International “pbInR = Act of 1886 and the Order in 
\ Council of the 28th OF November, e in question had 


been ape ee oa and otherwise reproduced P 8 on, 
and the proprietors of the Empire Theatre made use ose Dp : 






















P which consisted of groups of 
— respectively depicted in the p 
| resentations of these pictures, Pp’ 
dafendant’s publication, i.¢., the Westminster Budget, of the 16th of Feb- 
ruary, 1894, and also on the repre relating thereto. This was the 
infringement complained of by the plaintiff. 

March 26.—Srreuine, J., at the close of the plaintiff’s case, said: I do 
not think I need call on the defendants. It seems to me that this case is 
governed by the principles laid down by the House of Lords in Hanfs z 
v. Baines ¢ Co., the proprietors of the Dail hic (1895, AOU. . 





are nearly the same as in tlie case. [His lordshi 
stated the facts as above set out, and continued:—] When the ily 
Graphic case came before me on motion I was of on that the pictures 


complained of by the plaintiff appearing in that paper were imitations, 
bad ones if you will, yet imitations of the plaintiff's pictures. The Court 
of Ap and the House of Lords, however, held otherwise. On what 
grounds did they base their judgment? Lindley, L.J., in the Court of 
Appeal— Hanfstaengl v. Baines (42 W. R. 681)—was of opinion that the 
statute conferring copyright in pictures did not strike at such copies of 
|b pictures and such reproductions of the designs thereof as were con- 
tained in the Daily Graphic, that the sketches were neither intended to be 
nor were they in fact copies or reproductions of the 
tures, but were wn | rough sketches made, not to give an idea of the 
tiff’s pictures, 
pire Theatre. Then, in the House of Lords, at p. 23, Herschell, L C., 
says: ‘‘ It is obvious that the plaintiff cannot successfully claim to bave a 
monopoly of every treatment of such common subjects as Love and Oourt- 
ship or Charity. I take these as examples. The tings of which he 
his copyright to have been infringed were of this class, and it 
would be impossible to give the word ‘ design,’ as used in the statute, so 
wide a meaning as to confer such a right as this. What is covered by that 
word must depend in each case upon the nature of the painting.”’ Fur- 
ther, on the ground that there were numerous differences in , the 
Lord Chancellor was of opinion that the sketches were not copies of the 
! eines or of the designs thereof, and, therefore, that there had been no 
ement. Now those principles there laid down are the principles 
which I must now apply. It is argued that that case was only a decision 
as to facts. That may be so, but, neverthelers, I must apply the same 
ag are I have compared the pictures with the sketches oy me in 
he Westminster Budget, and with respect to the two called “ hip”’ 
and “Billet Doux’’ I have no hesitation, on the above principles, in 
ren § that there is no infringement. The case of the picture called 
“Night ’’ is more difficult, as the — is less common, but, after a care- 
ful study, I have come to the conclusion that it is not an infringement. I 


think, therefore, that this action fails, and must be dismissed, with costs. 
—Counset, Fletcher Moulton, Q.C., and Sorutton; Crac » 2G... 
Bramwell Davis, Q.C., and Cator. Soxscrrons, Herbert Bentwitch ; Mellor, 
Smith, ¢ May. 


(Reported by Anruur Moston, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re ANDREW, MELLOR, & SMITH—Stirling, J., 21st March. 
Sonicrron—T axation or Costs—Sates or Property, THR PROCEEDS WHERROF 
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© | ing the principle u 


WERE TO BE Parp To Trustees UNDER A SeTTrLEMENT—AGREEMENT BY THE 
SoLicrrors ACTING IN sUCH SALES TO ALLOW TO ONE OF THE TRUSTEES, WHO 
was 4 Souicrrorn, Aczency Terus—D1saLLowance. 
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summons to review such taxation. The only t raised on the sum- 
mons which called for a report was the follo —The taxing master 
allowed certain of the items com: in some of bills, but he refused 

. than one-half of the amounts of such 


a Sa that the reasoning in that case applied to the case 
fore him, and that the tt was correct. 
—Counsz., R. F. Norton ; Hastings, Q.0., and Le Bat. Soxscrrors, 
Mellor, Smith, § May; G. B. Cook. 


[Reported by W. Scorr Tuomrsox, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re THE LONDON METALLURGICAL CO. (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams, J. 
tie me 
Company—Winpinac vup—Costs or Svocessrvut Liriganr—Paionrry— 


Orpgr To Pay ovr or Assets or Company—Reauization— Genera 
Costs or Liqurpation—Compantgs (Winpine-vr) Ruies, 1890, xn. 31. 





the said application, including what he’ shall so to the — in 
parutiaince af thie orlee, ano toe Mteeiel ta Oe u the 
peers 4 Rule 31 of the Companies { - Bales 

pro that the assets of a company which is being wound up, remaining 
aihes payment of the Senn end: athad eapenen eames Eee 
gett n the assets shail, subject to any order of the be 

wing payments, which shall be n.ade in the following order of 
priority—namely :— First, the taxed costs of the petition; next, the 
remuneration of the special ; 
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(31 Ww. R. 671, 23 Oh. D. 511), Deutalen of Canada Plumbago Co. (32 W. R. and was unsuccessful he w 
pose 27 Ch. D. ” 33), Re Marseilles Extension Railway and Land Co., Smallpage’s . Even in bankru 
and Brandon’ s cases (30 Ch. D. 598), Batten v. Wedgwood Coal and Iron Co. | Gases questions sometimes arose o leclining to go on 
olgl: R. 303, 28 Ch. D. 317), Re Staffordshire Gas and Coke Co. (1893, 3 Ch. _ ion eon he feels he may be a personally res naible tor costae, Fist 
—- parte Smith (L. R. 3 Ch. App. 125), Bailey and Leetham’s case the creditors then come forward and give him an indemnity. If the 
h. 8 Eq. 95), Cape Breton Co. v. Fenn (29 W. R. 386,17 Ch. D. 198), successfal litigant got his costs from the trustee, the trustee would be : 
ee Geckiey on the Companies Acts, 6th ed., p. 251. recouped by ny ho in mer se = If et Vi rere like - 
| Vanouan Wiis, J., said, in iving udgment, that before dealing trustees, must be indemnifi the result of t Pp was 
feamee / lye with the present application he mae J te lay down the principle | 1a down was that liquidators who started proceedings, knowing = 
in a ag upon which the court p s in cases of this kind. It was eminently | the not an estate on which a defendant could come, would not go on f. 
ht he should do eo, because the principle of dealing with the costs of a | Without an indemnity, eo much the better. So much for the practice be- in fc 
litigant with a liquidator or official receiver was sure to arise pretty fre- | fore the passing of rule 31. He would now say a word or two about the beer 
quail, and it was therefore obviously desirable that he should lay down | Practice as it now exists under that rule. As he understood the practice lines 
a rule of practice. It was at one time argued that the terms of the | prior to the rules of 1890, if costs were ordered to be paid out of the assets al 


Act, 1862, were such that a successful litigant with the 
liq: of a company had to come in and prove his debt pari passu with 
the creditors who were creditors at the date of the order. That contention 
was di of in Re Home Investment Society (28 W. R. 576, 14 Ch. D. 
— lojonbets therefore eed, with this ee te that successful 













proposit bd by counsel. " Therefore 
there were two steps in the reasoning—namely, first, that successful liti- 
gants with a liquidator were not to be placed in competition with creditors 
at the date of the order; and secondly, that they were to be paid in full. 
Questions of priority ht arise, but, according to his lordship’s under- 
standing, they could only arise so as to be interesting where there was 
a deficiency of assets or the estate was insolvent. Now out of what fund 
were successful litigants to be — They were to be paid out of the 


assets of the company. The le was, they were to be paid out 
of the assets of oe company Ehough 0 course the liquidator 
] Crs ’ Jy. Se Bre € iD MATELI vy 
cou md ally couliel the sales by which a const which 
has éontzal ofa fund continate administration proceedings. In the present 
case the —. of priorities had been decided. As his lordship 


Lord Cairns’ judgment in Ex re Smith (which case, it had been 
te had nm sa ig misunders' 








2 s decided at least this : 
ao I ae id his costs 
m was selhened in Re Re in Investment Society and in the Dominion 
Plumbago Co. certainly by —_ J., and also, his lordshi bee = 

e 


pel a 


+ Povey by the Court of Appeal. Pearson, i. eaid that he co 







Lord Cairus’ decision to be a positive decision that, when a co 
ere the costs, those costs were not r 2 g. 


His lordship was 
y 4 long stream of authorities, it had 
been held that a successful litigant was entitled to be paid in priority to 
the general costs of the liquidation. That being so, he so consider 
what particular costs came before those of the successful litigant, and 
what pari passu with him. Assuming these to be such costs, had the 
successful litigant a right to immediate payment? Primd facie he had. 
Of course the fund being in court made a difference, because the court 
insisted on being first satisfied as to the successful litigant’s right before 
he was allowed to stretch out his hand to take his costs. That being his 
prima facie right, the onus lay on the liquidator to shew that a successful 
litigant was not to have his primd facie right. + costs of the —_ 
—_ ~ nt be paid _ If the liquidator came and she 
ere persons who had a prior right to payment or a 
/ right to payment pari passu, the court would not make an 
order without providing for the rights of those parties. In the 
present case he had been told that there was a gentleman who had 
an order prior in date to the applicants. Priority of date made no 
difference. When once an order was obtained tat pasties ¢ obtaining it 
U Squid be dealt with equally notwithstanding the dazos Sr their adgment. 
ie case of Cape Breton 
An attempt had been made to 


The no charge on the assets. 
Co. v. Fenn decided no more than that. 


shew pee! Me having an order to pay costs could not enforce payment 
sould had been made for contingent debts, in case the liquidator 





incur fresh debts to which priority is Tie by rule 31 re by the 
general practice of the court. His lordship did not understand that the 
claims Of succes anything of the sort, and he was not going to hold that the 
ees li ts to be paid out of the assets was postponed till 
been decided. The right was primd facie to im- 
Sanaa but if it appeared that there were other claims prior to 
of the successful litigant he could only get an order subject to those 
It was said that Lord Romilly decided in Er parte Percival 


: [3 

{ Fiat the 6 litigant tled 

was not enti to immediate payment, and no order 
i could be made 

not paid. 


in his favour so long as the liquidator’s remuneration was 
of Appel, in the Dominion of Canada ” Plumbago Co., reco 


‘ni 













The case did decide that, and it was then said that the a 
gnized that Pixtocai 





tion. “ His lordship did not think that the decision of the Go Court 0 

did of the sort. Pearson, J., said in terms that the titigent oe was 
| en to be paid “‘ forthwith ’’—i.c., in conjunction with other creditors 
|| in the same position and with any necessary abatement. The order in the 

Dominion of Canada Plumbago Co. was that the costs should be paid by the 


official liquidator, and that he should be at liberty to retain them out of 
the assets of the company ; and the court decided that the liquidator had 
a right to recoup himself the amount Bap wense and treat himself as a 
successful litigant. His lordship had been referred to Smallpage and 
Brandon's cases, but it decided nothing with reference to the present case. 











to a pee litigant, that eee itlenas was entitled to be in 
dif the estate proved def be paid in pe y 


rattOL ipposed you were entitled to come on the 
3 Thevefoso | the costs of the successful litigant would —_ in 
ubject 


gross estate 
the third place if the costs of cr maneacener were haven into oan 
Oe ites coms hs pees € ° 
was ce, ras y tation of his right to m- 
mediate execution? If there were other claims superior to his of course 
he came after them. In rule 31 the costs of a successful litigant were not 
mentioned. They were not mentioned or intended to be mentioned, but 
were provided for by the words ‘‘ subject to any order of the court.” 


The cates giving Se corte fo the anlar of the court and that makes. the 










{ 3; G. R. Grant. 
(Reported by V. pe 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 

Re THE THEATRICAL TRUST (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams, J., 

22nd March. 


Company—lIssuz or Parp-up SHares—Reaisterep Conrraact—Co NsIDBRA- 
tTion—Companigs Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vicr. c. 131), 8. 25. 
















The above-named company was formed in wig 1892, to carry on the W: 
business of a theatrical club, and was promoted by one Chapman. In not p 
J uly; 1892, an agreement was entered into between Brandon, the present not u 
eehy licant, and the vendors for the allotment to Brandon of 400 vendors’ Soutc 

-paid shares. On the 10th of er following the agreement for sale 

re Bm into by Chapman with company, the directors preeent on 
the occasion being Chapman himself, Brandon, and another. The price TH 
to be paid by the company was £4, 000, £100 in cash and the rest in fully- 
paid ordinary and founders’ shares. The consideration for the sale was 
expressed to be Chapman’s services in promoting the company and Lerr: 
certain dramatic copyrights and agency contracts, ‘‘if any,’’ Chapman Txt 
to become manager of the company at a salary. No copyrights or 
contracts were ever handed over, but  Giepent deposited afterwards, on wot 
the requisition of the directors, a list of such copyrights and contracts. credit 
In October, 1892, the directors rescinded the contract with Chapman and nihers 
purported to cancel the shares allotted to him other than those already chang 
transferred by him. These were the shares transferred .by Chapman to $2. 35( 
Brandon on the Ist of September, 1892. In 1893 the company was due cc 
ordered to be wound up, and the liquidator placed Brandon’s name on 
the list of contributorivs, and he now applied to have his name taken off. defen “ 

Vaucuan Witiiams, J., said that he was satisfied that the agreement Know 
was filed in accordance with section 25 of the Companies Act, 1867, before 4th of 
the issue of the shares as fully paid up. The next question was whether credit 
the shares issued to Chapman were issued without any intention that he hereby 
should pay for them. e argument was based on Re ‘arine Jaly, 1 
In (1893, 3 Ch. 9) and Re Almada and Tirito Co. ( ; to be a 

5). Section 25 of the : only provided ti for dace | 
the mode of payment, and if that section was complied ; 


could be made otherwise than in cash. pee ene cae te aun ez w 


ment it was inte Haat So meeting 





r i uy pay fo S sha x 

that if the cusieast made it manifest on its face ‘that the vallottee “of shares + 
as pa; less than the nominal cash value in shares he might be Sa 
liable =f Bn the balance. Bin: cases did not. however go be cod ae 


be given 1s_a fair or a reasonable - 
aa 6. Te ‘was not the duty of the court — 
to measure consideratio: way. In Re Bddystone Marine 
Insurance Co. ‘Secunda ens te oo the shares was pete, one f 
a bonus. In Re Almada and Tirito Co. the shares were at 
discount. The conclusion his lordship came to was this : If the consid 
tie veo Bs ory, or if the consideration presented an obvious mo 
ure hich snewec ‘ issue 
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PAG SOLICTOES, Brandon § Nicholeon ; @ Greville § White; Vogue. dst Feb 


(Reported by V. pz 8, Fowxs, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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March 30, 1895. __ 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
COMBRIDGE ». HARRISON—20th March. 


Fisueny Acts—Licence to Fish wit A Rop anp Liygs—Fisaine witn 
TH“EE Rops AND Largs. 

This was a special case stated by justices of the West 
shire. The respondent was charg 
Fisheries Act, 1878, with unlawfully fishin, 
the Yorkshire fishery district, without having a licence 
The respondent was proved to have 

rods and 


under section 7 of th esha 
for trout in Fews 

in force authorizing h 
been fishing for trout at the place in question with three 

When asked by the appellant, a water bailiff in the employ of 
the Yorkshire Fishery Board, to produce his licences, the respondent pro- 
duced one only, which was as follows :—The respondent, ‘‘ having paid the 
sum of 1s. for this licence, is hereby authorized to fish for trout and char 
= a rod and line within the limits of the Yorkshire fishery district, at 
e times and places at which he is otherwise entitled to fish.’ 
servators of the district were authorized by section 7 of the Freshwater 
Fisheries Act, 1878, to issue licences to all 
The scale of licence duties was, on the 22nd of July, 1887, deter- 
mined by the conservators as follows, and duly sanctioned by the Board of 
Trade : ‘‘ For each and every: net of any kind or description £1 13s. 4d. ; 
It was contended for the respondent 
that the licence which he had in force permitted him to fish with as many 
rods and lines as he chose at one and the same time. 
this contention, and dismissed the information subject to this case. In 
port of the appeal it was contended that the licence was one for 
fishing with one rod and line only, and that if it entitled the respondent to 
fish with more than one rod and line it was a licence which the conserva- 
tors had no power to grant, and therefore void. No one appeared to argue 
for the respondent. 

Tus Court (Cave and Wricut, JJ.) allowed the appeal, and remitted 
the case to the justices in order that they might convict the respondent. 
that the decision of the magistrates was 
ted by the conservators was a fi 


persons fishing for trout or 


night line £1; rod and line 1s.” 
The justices upheld 








= s nree oags and 
e was using two rods without a licen 
Waieut, J., concurred, and said that the decision of the court would 
not prevent a man taking two or more rods with him, provided that he did 


Appeal allowed.—Counszt, J. G. Pease. 


Be 
d as he had only on 


not use more than one at a time. 
Sorscrrors, Radford § Frankland, for J. Gledstone, Otley: 


[Reported by F. 0. Rosixson, Barrister-at-Law. | 


THE CHARTERED BANK OF INDIA, AUSTRALIA, AND CHINA v. 
P. MACFADYEN & CO.—12th March. 


Larrer or Craeprr—Biiis DRAWN ON AUTHORITY OF—NON-COMPLIANCE WITH 
Terms or Letrer—‘ Propuce Bovent anp Par ror ’’—MBANING OF. 


ent of preliminary points of law before Mathew, J. 
ot Tor aanEGeS as Breach of contract elo 
credit given by the defendants to Messrs. Knowles & Co., of Batavia, 
whereby the defendants undertook to accept and pay certain bills of ex- 
change drawn by Knowles & Co. upon the defendants to the amount of 
£2,350, of which bills the plaintiffs claimed to be the holders for value in 
due course. The plaintiffs carry on the business of bankers at Batavia, 
amongst other places, and have their head office in London, and the 
defendants are merchants carrying on business in London. 
Knowles & Co. were merchants carrying on business at Batavia. 
4th of August, 1893, the defendants issued to Knowles & Co. a letter of 
credit as follows: ‘‘ Messrs. Knowles & Co., Batavia.—Dear Sirs,—We 
hereby cancel our revolving credit o 
July, 1892, and open in its stead the following extended credit 
hey availed of by drafts on us at three, four, or six hs ag 

bo’ 


med in your favour on the 8th 











a1 

ou nego ‘to us by first mail after receipt. 
aippiig documents being handed tthe bank WHE Wmount so covered 
again bé available, provided that in no case shall the amount un- 
covered current at any one time exceed the sum of £5,000 sterling. The 
produce bought under this credit you must hold under lien to us until 
the documents have been handed to the bank for transmission to us. 
Marine insurance will frequently be held covered on this side under our 
open cover, and in that case the documents to be i 

complete set of the bills of lading with the usual 
urance is to be covered on this side. When 
licies of insurance effected by you must be 
This credit to continue in force for one 
These are the terms on which we grant this credit, and 
take to accept on presentation and pay at ma‘ 
discount all drafts 


Fe 


B 
g 


, P. Macrapyren & Oo.”’ 


this letter of credit, Knowles & Co. drew six bills of exchange 

defendants, amounting altogether to £2,350, and negotiated the 

With the plaintiffs at Batavia in the usual way, and the plaintiffs 
e and were holders for value in due course. These bills were 

forward by the plaintiffs to their office in London, and w 

the defendants for acceptance, which was refused. The 

for £600.—Bata’ 


the form of one of the bills :—*‘ First of 


. « « Please to pay to Chartered Bank of India, Australia, and China, 
“sinks Dane thom ok aes ie eee against pro- 
oer ‘T/Credie Oe nen hase I ck ae ae ee 
our t, same 

cioouns with or withous Susthee adaien Sp Lem most obedient servants 
(p.p. Knowrzs & Co., M. Bran, 1/2/94).” 

and interest. The defendants set up a defence and counter-claim, in 
their counter-claim — alleged that Knowles & pe to act 


under the letter of credit, drew upon the defendan: with 
the plaintiffs four bills amoun' to £2,250; that the bills were 
ted by the plaintiffs to the and were accepted by the 


fendants ; that these bills were subseq! negotiated by the plain- 
tiffs with parties who became holders for value of the same, and the 
defendants have paid the amounts of these four bills the 
thereof; that the defendants accepted the 
Knowles & Co. had bought anil BS Se pene Te 
defendants inst the said , and that the said prod 


E 
F 
ge 
E 
ee 


uce had 
been or would be shipped; but that Knowles & Oo. and 
shipped to the def ts produce of the value of 1 only 
against two of the bills and no produce against the other two bills, and 
the defendants counter-claimed for £1,488 and interest. Forthe purposes 


g 
z 
8 


of the present argument the above facts set out in the statement 


were tted by the defendants; and the above facts in the counter- 
claim were admitted by the plaintiffs, except that as to the produce 
bought of the value of £761 the tiffs either that no prodace 


had been bought against which said bills could be eo oS 
amount than £761, or that od gpm had been both bought and paid 
toa larger amount than £761, and the tiffs also admitted for the 
a ee et ee the letter of credit were known 
to the plaintiffs when they gave value for the four 
counter-claim. The questions of la’ 
defendants’ admissions in the statement of claim hgh whether it isa 
condition precedent to the plaintiffs’ in this 
sod (3) whether is contition font t the tiffe’ recovering 

(2) whether it is a 7) rit 

both bought and paid for 


that uce should have been and which the 
said bills could be drawn. The by the defendants upon 
the plaintiffs’ admissions to were (1) whether by 


ted to 
uce had been bought and against 
bills could be drawn; and (2) wh without the 
warranty or re tation the defendants are 
on their counter-claim. For the plaintiffs it was contended that the 
words in the letter of credit, ‘‘ produce bought and paid for by you,” 
meant ‘‘ produce to be bought and pai not 
dition precedent to the right of the plaintiffs to recover that apt apne 
should have been actually bought and paid for at the time the 
drawn, and that, with regard to the counter-claim, the 
tiffs presenting the bills referred to in the counter-claim for 
by the defendants under the circumstances did not amount to a wurran 
or representation by them that produce 
paid for by Knowles & Oo. against which 
the defendants it was contended that the words in the letter of 
‘“‘ bought and paid for,’’ were to be read in their ordinary and 
meaning, and they meant that produce must have been ‘‘ bought and 
id for’’ at the time the bills were drawn ; that Knowles & Co. had no 
authority to draw the bills upon the defendants until such produce was 
actually bought and paid for against or in respect of were 
drawn ; that there was no contractual relationship at all between the bank 
and the defendants, or, if there were, it was a relationship which was 
subject to the terms of the letter, and that, according to the terms of the 
letter of credit, there was no authority at all 
the bills until they -had Asaf mick 
the bills were drawn, and the 
setting up the real state of affairs as between themselves and 
Co. With regard to the counter-claim the f 
that the plaintiffs presented the four bills in question to the defendants 
for acceptance by the defendants was a warranty or on 
their part that the produce in respect of which the bills purported to be 
drawn was ery bys and for by Knowles & Co., and 
as such was not fact, pon 
warranty or representation. The defendants relied on the case of 
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reason iT 00 Th nin ra? 
according is, that the should 1 
only when produce had been svsdee a loter of covdis of - 
reasonable that a of 


of 
sort, would ask Knowles & Co., Have and paid for 
against which these bills are drawn ? ai sasmt beanie that Rnowiee 
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0 for by Knowles & Co. when they presented the bills for acceptance to 

defendants, and, therefore, the plaintiffs succeed on the questions 

on the counter-claim, and such questions must be answered in the 

ve. The decision, therefore, will be for the defendants on the 

, and for the plaintiffs on the counter-claim.—Coun-RL, Joseph 

Walton, Q.C., and R. Brown ; Bigham, Q.C , and H. F. Boyd. Soxtcrrors, 
Linklater, Hackwood, Addison, § Brown ; Stibbard, Gibson, § Co. 


{Reported by Sir Suzrstow Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. } 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re BARON THURLOW, £x parte OFFICIAL RECEIVER—C. A. No. 1, 
16th March. 


Banxrurprcy—ApsvupicaTion—No ResotvtTion ny Creprrorns—Power or 
Reorstra® To postpone ApsvpicaTIon—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s 20— 
Banxrvrtcy Act, 1890, s. 3. 

he 7th 


I of the official receiver against an ord 
p . airs. he y p On was nied 
of February, 169%, the act of bankruptcy being the non-compliance b 
the debtor with the terms of a bankruptcy notice. On the 5th of April, 
1894, a recei order was made. The first meeting of creditors was 
held on the 2! of June, and was adjourned in order that the debtor 
might submit a scheme of arrangement. Further adjournments of the 
first meeting of creditors took place, and the meeting was eventually held 
on the 2nd of January, 1895, when only three creditors were present. The 
debtor was then absent in India, whither he had gone for the purpose of 
perfecting the scheme of arrangement. At this meeting no resolution 
was , and the scheme of arrangement was withdrawn. On the 20th 
of February, 1895, the public examination of the debtor was taken. On 
the 2lst of February an application was made by the official receiver to 


the trar to adjudicate the debtor bankrupt. On behalf of the debtor 

an adjournment was asked for in order to give the debtor time to lodge a 

new tcheme of arrangement. was oppored i Bg official receiver, 
ti 

























but the reg le the order appealed f he 
Bankruptcy 2 890. Section 20, sub-s , of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, ides that ‘‘ where a receiving order is made against a debtor, 
then if the creditors at the first meeting or any adjournment thereof by 


resolution resolve that the debtor be adjudged bankrupt or pass 
no lution, or if the creditors do not meet, or if a composition or scheme 
is not accepted or approved in pursuance of this Act within fourteen days 
after the conclusion of the examination of the debtor_or such further time 
as the court may allow, the court shall adjudge the debtor bankrupt.’’ 
In support of the appeal it was contended (1) that, the scheme of arrange- 
ment not having been adopted and no resolution having been passed at 
the of creditors, the registrar was bound to forthwith adjudge 
the debtor pt; that the word “ shall ” in section 20 was obligatory ; 
@) that if the registrar had a discretionary power to postpone the 
judication, he had exercised his discretion wrongly in postponing it 
under the circumstances of this case. 


Tux Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., and Lorzs and Ricsy, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 


Lord Esuzz, M.R., said that, a receiving order in bankruptcy nantes 
been made against the debtor, the question was whether the debtor shoul 
be adjudged abankrupt. The registrar had not refused to adjudicate him 
a t, but had left the question open, and the point was whether the 
strar bad any power to postpone the consideration of the matter. It 
been psec | that the registrar had no such power. It was said that 
if any one of the contingencies mentioned in section 20 happened, then 
not only the yore but also the court itself, was bound to immediately 
adjudicate the debtor a bankrupt. That argument pushed to its logical 
conclusion came to this, that although the circumstances of the case were 
such that an adjournment, however short, would be of the greatest 
benefit to the creditors, and however unjust it might be to make 
debtor a bankrupt forthwith, nevertheless the court was bound to do 
so, and had no power to adjourn the proceedings. The rule to apply to 
bankru proceedings was that the Court of 













amen ’ the Act ‘must be obeyed, 
A he court would, if possibl 












z g by ne ad 

she law in bankruptc place under the control of the court alone by 
means of its officers, and neither the creditors nor the debtor, nor any 
department of Government, had any power of interference. The court 
‘was now asked to tie its hands in such a way as to work manifest 
injustice. His lordship declined todoso. It was true that in section 20 
the word ‘‘shall’’ was used; but the word ‘shall’? was not always 
obligatory ] and he shonld not hold th che 
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80. he true view of the meaning of the word 
was declared in Re Reed, Bowen, $ Co. (4 Morr. 225), 





‘shall "in section 
in which it was held that the registrar was bound to make an order for 
adjudication unless there was good reason for adjourning the proceedings. 
The power of adjournment was given by rection 105, which section applied 


to a case under eection 20 just as much as to proceedings under any other 
rection of the Act. Section 105 enabled the caust far good season t 
adjourn the application for adju ion under section 20. In the absence 








of any ‘good reason for adjournment the court was bound to forthwith 
adjudicate the debtor pt. The only remaining question a 
whether in this case the registrar was right in holding that there was Peo 
reason for adjournment. The trar had stated in his judgment 
he had been present at the public examination of the debtor, and in the | 
view of the registrar there could be no doubt that the adjournment wag} 
for the advantage of the creditors. The court could not say that the 
registrar had exercised his discretion ms, in adjourning the proceed. 
ings in order that a new p might be brought forward by the debtor, 
The appeal would therefore be dismissed. 

Lorzs and Riesy, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—Covnszr, 
Sir R. T. Reid, A.G., and Muir Mackenzie ; Pollard and Kershaw. Soxxcrrons, 
Solicitor to the Board of Trade ; Kine ¢ Hammond. 


[Reported by F. O. Rosiwsoy, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The seventy-first annual meeting of the proprietors of the above socie 
was held at the office in Fleet-street on Wednesday, the 27th inst., Mr. 
Ellett, of Cirencester, in the chair. The following report of the directors 
to the pn for the year ending the 3lst of December, 1894, wag 

resented :— 

The directors have pleasure in submitting their seventy-first annual 
report, shewing the result of the operations of the society for the year 
ending the 3lst of December, 1894. 

The number of policies effected during the year was 524, assuring the 
sum of £755,600 13s. 4d., the premium income on which, including 
£9,769 single premiums, amounted to £29,480. Of this new business 
£217,150 was re-assured at annual premiums of £3,204 and single premiums 
of £1,200. 

The following figures shew the amount of net new business transacted 
during the quinquennium 1890-94 as compared with that transacted 
during the preceding quinquennium :— 


Number of Policies. Net Sums Assured. 


1885-89 ove 1,125 eee £1,347,541 
1890-94 ove 2,331 “ 2,690,139 
Tncrease 1,206 see £1,342,598 
The Society also received during the year premiums amounting to 
£759 4s. 3d. in respect of re-assurances t the risk of death from fatal 


accidents, under the agreement with the Law Accident and Contingency 
Insurance Society. 

Fifteen sinking fund assurances for £54,160 were also granted at annual 
premiums of £495 12s. 10d. 

The total net premium income for the year was £238,163. 

The following figures shew the progress of the total net premium income 
during the last tive years :— 





1889 1890 1891 1892 1893 1894 


£216,032 | £219,669 | £224,084 | £226,420 | £230,333 | £238,163 








Twenty-four annuities were granted, in respect of which the Society 
received the sum of £25,666 8s. 2d. 

The average rate of interest yielded by the society’s funds was 
£4 Os. 8d. percent. 

The expenses of mt (including commission and the costs of, 
and incidental to, the Society’s new regulations) represent £11 15s. 10d. 
per cent. of the total net premium , 

The net claims amounted to £349,266 (including £101,781 bonuses), im 
respect of 170 policies upon 130 lives. The bonuses on participating 
policies which ec (the bonuses attaching to which had not 
either wholly or in part been previously surrendered) averaged sixty-two 
per cent. of the original sums assured. The net amount of claims in 1894 
was about £34,000 less than the expected amount according to the H*® 
Table of Mortality on which the *s valuations are based. The 
average age at death of the lives ass under policies which became 
claims was about sixty-eight years, and the average duration of such — 
policies was about thirty-two years. f 

In addition to these claims there has been one claim for £500 undera 
fatal accident re-assurance. 

During the year 1894 the new constitution of the Society has been 
completed by its incorporation, and by the adoption of new lations. 

In view of the quinquennial valuation made as at the 3lst of Decem! 
1894, the directors have gone carefully through the various securities 
by the Society. They have thought it prudent to make reductions in the 
book values of five suet of old standing, but are well satisfied with — 
the result of the investigation. : 

The Cuareman said: In the chair to-day will you allow me to 
say that I believe it is the first time that a country director has had that” 
duty placed upon him? Personally, I esteem very much the consideration” 
of my col , the London members of the board, in this respect, 4 
I trust that ughout the provinces it will be equally appreciated, 
will act as an incentive to our friends there to promote the interests of # 


Tho ‘report and accounts having been taken as read, the Onan 
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in the last quinquennium with the experience of the Law Life Office 
during the first fifty-two years of its e ce, and you still find that the 
mortality in the quinquennium just ended has been better than we had 
any right to expect, even according to that past experience of the office. 
In connection with this matter there is one point to which my mind 
readily went, and I think yours will too—viz., the inquiry whether our 
profit on mortality has been in the least affected by the new business 
which we have been acquiring, and I am glad to tell you that the result of 
our investigation upon that point is most satisfactory. In the five years 
which we are now dealing with we issued 2,300 policies, assuring over 
£2,600,000. Of those policies only thirty-six have become claims, and the 
amount paid upon them has been only £28,000. I think those figures are 
conclusive as proving that the new business we are taking is of a good 
character, and that the reduction in our profit on mortality is not in any 
way attributable to the new business, and that it is merely that we 
have not been so fortunate in having exceptionally favourable profit 
on mortality in the last quinquennium as we were in the two 
lous ones. The result, of course, of that reduction in the 

profit on mortality, combined with the carrying over of £21,581 
to keep intact our guarantee fund of £1,000,000, is that the amount 
distributable amongst the shareholders now as the balance of the 
bonus is £24,733, or in other words 9s. per share. Adding to that the 
interim bonus which you have received in the course of the five years, you 
will find that you have received in all about £1 10s. 10d. as the bonus on the 
quinquennium. Although this bonus is not so large as the bonus for the 
previous quinquennium, we think that it is a handsome and satisfactory 
one. It is proposed to Py the balance of this bonus immediately after 
the t meeting, and the bonus notices to the policy-holders will go 
out as soon as they can be got ready, probably by the end of April. It 
only remains for me now to move, ‘‘ That the quinquennial report of the 
directors, corn: Bg account and statement for the five years ended the 
31st of Decem 
mendations therein be carried into effect.’ 

The Hon. A. E. Garnorne-Hanpy, M P., seconded the motion, which 
was carried unanimously. 

Votes of thanks to the staff and to the chairman concluded the pro- 
ceedings. 





GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR. 


The following is a report of the General Council of the Bar on the ques- 
tion of the of Public General Acts by Local and Personal Acts : 
Since the Council called the attention of the Lord Chancellor, by the 
letter of their secretary dated the 17th of January last, to the practice of 
g Public General Acts or parts of Public General Acts by Acts 
which are Pm as Local Acts, a discussion has taken place in the 
House of Commons, on the 14th of February last, on the subject, in con- 
nection with the London Valuation and Assessment Bill. The ruling of 
the 8 er, that all Bills purporting to repeal Public General Acts, and 
ting large arcas and a large number of persons, should be introduced 
and t with in the same public manner as the Acts which they seek to 
alter, has to some extent secured the object aimed at by the General Council 
of the Bar, in lately addressing the Lord Chancellor on the subject, 
and the Council therefore content themselves with respectfully expressi 
their concurrence with what fell from the Speaker on that occasion, an 
appending the following further remarks: In the opinion of the Council, 
such a Note as is — at p. 666 of the Volume of Statutes for 1894, 
setting forth the short effect on existing legislation of The Thames Con- 
a 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. clxxxvii.), and the London Building 
Act, 1 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), is not a sufficient notice to the profes- 
sion or the public, of the change in the Law to which it refers. The 
Council consider that when a Local Act repeals or amends any considerable 
of, or codifies, one or more Public General Acts, relating to the 
lis, or any other mg oy area, the repealing or codifying Act, 
in whatever way it may have been introduced into, or have 
through, Parliament, should ultimately be printed in all its material parts, 
and ulgated, among the Public General Statutes. This is more 
lly desirable, when the Acts so repealed, amended, or codified, have 
been frequently the subject of judicial interpretation, as was the case 
with the old Metropolitan Building Acts repealed by the London Building 


Act, 1894. 
15th March, 1895. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


March 25—Mr. ©. W. Williams in the chair.—Mr. L. W. Browne 
moved: ‘‘ That the views advocated by Mr. Grant Allen in his book, 
‘ The Woman who Did,’ do not meet with the approval of this society.” 
Dr. C. Herbert Smith opposed, and Messrs. J. R. Yates, A. W. Marks, 
A. L. North, Neville Tebbutt, Symonds, and Calender spoke on the 
motion, which was carried unanimously. 








The Corporation of the City and County of Newcastle-upon-T 
invite tenders for an issue of £176,720 Dananhdiees-qeeseadees Cant. 
Redeemable Stock, the minimum price of issue being 98 per cent. First 
dividend, being six months’ interest, payable 1st July, 1895. The stock 
will be redeemable at par on Ist July, 1936, or at the option of the cor- 
poration at pee at any time after Ist July, 1915, on giving six calendar 
months’ notice. The loan will be secured upon the rents and other 
revenues of the corporation, except the through tolls. 


r, 1894, be approved and adopted, and that the recom- | 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Sir Joseru Nezpuam, late Chief Justice of Trinidad, died on the 294 
inst. He was called to the bar in 1846, and was Chief Justice of Van 
Island from 1865 till 1870, when he was appointed to be Chief Justice of 
Trinidad, and retired in 1886. 

Mr. Joun Exuison, solicitor, and the Official Receiver in Bankruptcy for 
the districts comprised in the Cambridge and Peterborough County Courts, 
died on the 19th inst. He was admitted a solicitor in Easter T 
1865, and was clerk to the justices of the Chesterton Petty Sessional 
Division of Cambridgeshire. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Francis Joun Gnueenwe1t, barrister, has been appointed County 
Court Judge of the Newcastle Circuit, in place of the late Mr. D 
Seymour, Q.C. Mr. Greenwell was called to the bar in 1877, and 
been Recorder of Durham since 1883. 

Mr. C. M. Exsonoven, solicitor, clerk of the peace for Croydon, hag 
been elected Chairman of the Society of City and Borough Clerks of the 
Peace for the ensuing year. 

CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLurTion. 

Ernest James Priiexs and Henry Ciirpen Pexsuovuss, <viicitors (Piller 

& Pershouse), Bristol. March 22. (Gazette, March 26. 
ApMIssION. i ; 

Mr. Epwrn Smiru, colicitor, of No. 14, Great James-street, Bedford-roy, 
London, W.C., has taken bis managing clerk, Mr. Atrrep Ets, inte 
partnership as from the 25th of March, and the name of the firm from 
that date will be Edwin Smith & Ellis. 





GENERAL. 


The St. James's Gazette says that the Finance Act of 1894 seems to have 
driven large estates—for probate purposes—quite out of fashion. No 
estate of over a million has been reported since the new scale of duties 
came into operation in August last, nearly eight months ago. Only two 
estates of more than half a million each have been charged with the higher 
ecale of duty. In the first three months of 1894 ten estates of over halfa 
million each were reported—namely :—Three estates of over £1,000,000 
each, with an aggregate of £3,319,003; seven estates between £500,000 
and £1,000,000, with an aggregate of £4,871,268; producing together 
£8,190,271. During this year, up to the present time, not one will dis- 
posing of more than £500,000 in personalty has been reported, and those 
with personalty between £100, and £500,000 have been just half a 
many in number as in the first quarter of 1894. 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Recisrzans 1s ATTENDANCE ON 


Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
-»1 Mr. Rolt Mr. Pemberton Mr. Pugh 
Farmer Ward 
«@ Rolt Pemberten Pugh 
4 Farmer Ward Beal 
5 Rolt Pemberton Pugh 
—e Farmer Ward Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mir. Justice 
Srigiins. KEKEwICE. Romes. 
1 Mr. Godfrey Mr. Clowes Mr. Lavie 
2 Leach Jackson Carrington 
8 — Lavie 
4d ackson Carrington 
5 Godfrey Clowes Lavie 
6 Jackson Carrington 








WARNING TO INTENDING Hovsz PurcHasers AND Lesszzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements tho: 
Examined by an Expert from The —s Engineering Co. (Carter Bros, 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.) —[Apvr. ] 5 





3 

BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. g 

DEATHS. sa 

Davipson.—March 24, John R. Davidson, barrister-at-law, Middle Temple. 4) 

Harau.—March 21, at Belle Vue House, Lindley, Huddersfield, John Haigh, : 
born May 8, 1823. 


Jacxson.—March 23, at Beechwood, Carshalton, Henry Jackson, of Cordwainers’ Hall 
London, solicitor, aged a 

Kivasrorp.—March 23, at The Wood, Sydenham-hill, James Kingsford, formerly of 
Essex Strand, W.C., solicitor, 78. e 

Mattau.—March 21, at The Bhrabbery, xford, Thomas Mallam, solicitor, aged 77 
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Nonusx.—March 27, at Cliff House, near Tamworth, John Norman, solicitor, aged 76. 

Wicxas.—March 13, at Polmont, N.B., Walter Wickham, M.R.C.S., barrister-at-law, 

i 22, Edward Alfred Woolley, solicitor, of 21, Lansdowne-place, Brighton, 
46. 








Ovp aNnD Rang Fire Insurance Poxtcres, &c., wanted to complete a 
Collection.—Particulars, by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
[Avvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luonrep in Coaxorry. 

Aya.a Quicksitver Mixes, Luonrep.—Creditors are poquin “sy od *. ps ae we May 11, to 
gend their names and addresses, and particulars of claims, to James 
Mactear and G. L. 8. Naggiolini, 9, Copthall avenue 

CasveLaRia WATERWORKS AND Mitixe Co, Luurep—Petn for win up, presented 
Merch 19, directed to be heard on April 3. Tatham & Lousada, 17, Old wah st, solors 
for petners Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of April 2 

Gower Inox anv Tin Prate o Laurrep—Petn for weet 1. Bas, Greaha March 20, 
directed to be heard on April 3. W. H. cam SO) ith, Gresham House, 
solors for Notice of appearing must reach the a bovenamed not later than 6 
o'clock in the afternoon of April 2 

Hout Anti-Mitt anp Gexgrat Ispusraiat Society, ioe required, on 
or before A 6, to send their names and addresses, an a portions of of their’ debts or 


claims, to ichard Mattison Simpson, Vine House, ‘West Parade gdns, Kingston on 

Hull 
Iesieaste Lanps Synpicate, angen are uired, on or before 30, to 
their names d particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin L. 


Shaw, 1, Old Serjeants’ inn, solor to 


uested, on or before 
debts or claims, to 
to liquidators 


ai Pod 1, Old Serjeants’ inn, Ghanseny lane. 


Sem Vassar Aéeatep Water Co, Limirep—Creditor® are 
May 11, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of th 
Reuben Jenkins, Maesteg, Glam Scale & David. Bridgend, solors to 


MATABELELAND AND Masnowacanp Synxpicate, Lamrrep—Creditors rm requ on or 
before y 21, to «> ogg names and addresses, and particulars of their ts or 
daims, to the Hon. >] and Messrs. Capper and Holland, 19, St Swithin’s 


lane. Ingle & Co, 20, Foresane e st, solors for liquidators 

Oxyoun Propucina Synpicats, Liurrep—Creditors are req on or before Ma 
send their names r+ addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Seymour Bensoa & William Samuel Tothille Martin, 8, Lothbury. Walker & Sone, 
Bucklersbury, solors to the liquidators 

Peesron Davies Tyre ann Vatve Co, Lamrrep—By an order made by Vaughan 
Williams, J., dated March 6, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 

be continued. Rundle & Hobrow, Basinghall st, solors for the pomens 

Saiers Thermostat (AusTravasian Rieuts) by NDICATE, Linrrrp—Creditors are uired, 
on or before April 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to George Sturgeon, 5, Fenchurch st 


* et 1x CHANCERY. 
Kixestox Corrox Mitt Co—Creditors are required, on or before so” 23, to send their 
names and addresses, and tie particulars of their debts and claims, to Watson 
Hill, 4, Bedford row. Collyer-Bristow & Co, 4, Bedford row, solors to the liquidators 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Suspenpep ror Taree Mowras. 
Court Captain Cornpet Faisxypiy Socrery, Elephant and Castle, Shawbury, Salop. 
March 13 


March 13 


Covar Cirun Castie Friexpiy Society, White Horse Inn, Clun, —, 
Schools, West- 


Eitanp Cuurcn axp Caurcn Suspay-scnoot Sick Society, Nati 
gate, Elland, York. March 13 
London Gazette.—Turspay, March 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarep tx Caanogry. 
Bunxevcs Miu Co, wD eo are required, on or before age 25, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their ‘debts or on, oo Joseph 
, King st, Manchester. Addleshaw & Co., solors to the , Manchester 
Canvirr anv Cagrpaitiy Back, Sanrrary Pies, ayp Terra Corra porte Co, 
Liurrep (1x LiquipaTiIon)— Creditors are uired, = x —— Pagel their 
Lames and addresses, and the particulars 
change, Cardiff. Yorath & Jones, Gardift, re Fy for liq 
Easterns Counties BAcos Faocrory, Loarep—Fetn for wi up, pepemtes March as. 
directed to on April 3. Philip Thornton, Blomfield House, London wall, solor 
fr peters. Ne ~~ of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than six o’clock 


os ee Brewery ih gb Lamirep—Petn for winding up, 


3. Allingham, $0, Duckiossbury, suler fer b Eafe 
hemes fia Sool tae abovenamed not later than six o’clock in oie of appear 


Houxstow Brewery Co, Lamirzo—Petn for or winding up, March 2%, of A to 
be heard on April 3. ey & Co, 45, Lui hill, for oaleee Notice of ap- 
pearing must seach the abovenamed nct later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 2 

How Temperance Permayert Benerit Borvorwe Socrery—Petn for winding up, 
piotes Men ‘arch 23, 8 i Nae = Sg a April 3. Men ee 
agent for Pettingell, Hull, s ie Sox tae. ‘otice |) facet reach above- 

named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of A 

Liancou_en Laue anv Fiuxise Stove Co, Lamrrep (1 TERE fy > are re- 

uired, on or before A 20, to send their names and the particulars of 

their debts or claims, Charles Haswell, &4, Foregate st, Chester 
AOK’S, Loarep (IN LIQUIDATION required, on or before May 1, to 
debts or claims, 


their names ith fall Sesttodians of their 
to A. J. Davy, 23, Fleet st, Torqua Mastiey, rar a np 
New Carrie Foops Co, Lamrep > x tigoroaTiow) — Creditors oe B ne 
April 10, to send their names and the gantiouiee oe their 
to ge, 194, Coleman st. a nie 
Sierronzey Baovexas, Apa. Gr for winding ry h oy eee: ted March 23, directed to 
heard on Wednesday, Grundy et, Carey st, agents for Paine, 
Hanley, color for petners. das reach the Bode ened not later 


nich af dae 2 


ms FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED.- 

DaxorTH Workinc Men’s Cuivs, 54, Cartway, Bridgnorth, Shropshire. > 16 

Expersy Rock FaerHoup Laxp Society, List, Nag’s Head, Enderby, Leicester 

Gaear Hanwoop Caurcu Suxpay cones © Sicx Society, Schoolroom, Queen st, Great 
Harw ‘arc 


Ross or Cery on os Farenpiy Socrery, Farmers? Arms Inn, Cefneribbwr, Bridgend, 
an. 
Soura Loxpox ares. “Total Abstinent Brothers and Sisters of the Phoenix 

a % Friendly 
Graruaronn ‘Worxixa Men's Cius axp pr Albert st, Stapleford, Nottingham. 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, March 12. 


Court, Srepxex, Dover, Gent. 11. Butcher v North, J. Vaughan & 
ae Tt, STEPHEN, ~ee h April Briggs, . 
ones, S 


Tunbridge Welle, Horse Dealer. April 10. Goodman v Goodman, 


Hoylake, Chester. April 11. 


7 





shite heat, 3 Harris v Harris, Registrar, Liverpool. 
Kinsy, Axx] Burr Aner lte: Delt Driffield, York, Innkeeper. April 8. Kirby v Clark, 


London Gazette. 2 eer March 15. 
Mocmnpens, os, roxoy, grant Chester Gent. April 18. Nicholson v Dixon, Registrar, 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, March 19. 
Boows, Hoes, Heweaie on Tyne. a 20. Green v Brown, Chitty, J. Miller & Co, 
Po oe Tittle with Larbrick, Lancaster. April17. Parker v Iddon, 
RTE eaten . 
Re Freston. Gaulter, Kirkham : 
Chemist. April 30. Harrap v Smyth, Kekewich, J. 


, 
Suytu, Wavter, 


Smyth, Merthy: afil 
Tuomas, to, Shetfield, Steel Manufacturer. April 23. Hunsworth vy Thomas, Keke- 
wich, J. Kesteven, Sheffield 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Oram. 
London Gazette.—Tusspay, March 19. 
Apaua, Neate Sauvet, Brighton, Gent April1 Topham, Brighton 
Anes, James, Marston, Farmer May1 Phillips, Oxford 
Banrser, Mary, Birmingham April15 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 
Bowen, Joux, Shipley, Maltster June1 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 


Broapsent, Wiiu1am Lees, Ashton under Lyne, Licensed Victualler April 18 Booth, 
shton under Lyne 
Bryant, Rev Jouw Barker, Bretby, Derby June 1 Goodger, Burton on Trent 


Bayant, Patrexce Ansiz Ecizanets, Winshill June 1 Goodger, Burton on Trent 

Catre.t, Jane, Bournemouth April20 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

Copter, JonaTuay, Sheffield, Joiner May1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Crackne.t, Geonce Eseyezar, Aston, Gent April20 Shirley Smith, Birmingham 

Corsetsex, Honuvsyex, Bombay, Ship Chandler May1 Tilling, Bishopsgate 

Ousurxes, Ropert, Bow, Ropemaker April 25 Forbes, London st 

Davies, Wiii1am, Weston super Mare, Inland Revenue Officer April 20 Smith & Sons, 
Weston super Mare 

Davis, Jou, Preston, Dorset, Esq May1 Symonds & Sons, Dorchester 

Diss, Mary Jane, Willesden May1 Phillips, Oxford 

Exrorp, James, Gravesend April 27 Carr & Martin, Gt Tower st 

Eruertvorox, Witxram, Elland, Gent April9 Garsed, Elland 

Fisusx, Joun, Barrow in Furness April19 Taylor, Barrow in Furness 

Formpy, Rev Ricnarp Epwarp, Latchingdon May1 Francis & Back, Norwich 

Grant, Gzoncx, Upper Norwood, Gent May1 Herbert, Cork st 

Greex, Grorcr, Dulwich, Esq April 22 Blyth & Co, Gresham House 

Hatpemay, Paris, Holloway rd May1i Tilling, Bishopsgate 

faut, Caarntorrs, E Dulwich April 1s Shore, Covent Garden 

Harmer, Joux Tuomas, Brightlingsea, Innkeeper April 12 Marshall & Potter, Col- 

Hanznis, Georcz Tuomas, Putney, Gent April16 Hardisty & Co, Gt Marlborough st 

Heavox, Evizanetu, Edgwarerd April15 Davie, New ian 

Lecumers, Sir Eonunp Antnony Haa.ey, Bart, MP, Hanley Castle 


Lyow, Exrza, Staly April 30 Doyla & Bowden, Manchester 

Norrox, hy ‘Weston super Mare, Auctioneer April 2)° Smith & Sons, Weston 
Ovempenen, Franczs, Chadwell Heath April 30 Taylor & Co, Furnival’s inn 
Paworey, Wittiam, Edgbaston, Engineer April 15 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 
Pearce, Heyry Roverr, Sheffield, Cutlery Manager April 30 Howe, Sheffield 
Pivcuex, James, Erchfont, Wilts, Horticultural Builder April 6 Norris & Hancock, 
Rake, Beavew Neave, Trinidad June 24 Howe & Rake, Chancery lane 

Reap, Exizasern, Chester April30 Walker & Co, Chester 

Ropgrts, Rosamoxp, St Albans May1 Davidson & Morriss, Queen Victoria st 

Sat, Hewry, Marchington, Farmer March 27 Cooper & Co, Uttoxeter 

Snort, Toomas, Edmonton April16 Lea, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Sracvixc, Witttam Davrosoy, Sheffield March 30 Gilson, Sheffield 

Surtu, Jony, Edmonton, Farmer April 30 Leslie & Hardy, Bedford row 

Sratey, Dororny, Cheltenbam April 2é Witchell & Sons, Strond 

Sraxssury, Rev Joux Forruwxatvs, D.D., Wandsworth April 30 Williams, Liandilo 
Tuttocu, Rosgert Txorop, Essex rd, Esq April 30 Watkins, Chancery lane 

Turrgr, Mary Wiisox, Lewisham April15 Lethbridge & Prior, Westminster 
Vanvenr, Jonn, Oxford, Gent May1 Phillips, Oxford 

Waker, Jony, Huddersfield April 23 Fisher, Huddersfield 

Warp, E:tex, Levenshulme May1 Lawson & Co, Manchester 


April 22 White 


Weawcu, Joseen Taxwen, Teignmouth April 1 Maddison, King’s Arms yd 
Wairtrutap, Epuunp, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler April8 Looker, Rochdale 
Wicxixsoy, Many Ans, Portsea April 23 Pearce & Son, Portsea 

Wuasor, Axxz, Derby April 13 Smith & Co, Derby 





Worxixc Mex’s Bexevit Society, 195, Mill st, Liverpool. March 16 


Wixres, Captain Cuances, Canterbury April 30 Barnes & Bernard, Finsbury cireus 
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London Gaszette.—Fatvay, Mar. 22. 
Anwerr, Tuomas, York, Shopkeeper April 30 Kay, York 
Baxpetzy, Cnantes Taytor, Lytham, Gent Mayi Tweedale & Co, Oldham 
Banxsn, Joxatuax, Market Weighton, Farmer April 20 Usher, Market Weighton 
Bowzzs, Rev Francis Auraep, Singleton, Sussex May1 Bowles, Lincoln’s inn 
Box, Daxret, Plymouth, Grocer May4 Snell & Holman, Plymouth 
Buoxixenam, Ropert Cuartes, Romford May1 Maitlands & Co, Knight Rider st 
Baoapsext, Samvet, Mossley, Gent April 22 Clayton & Son, Ashton under Lyne 
Burrerwortn, Josnva Wairenead, Fleet st, Publisher May 20 James & James, Ely pl 
Coox, Joux, Bures, Essex, Farmer May1 Pettitt, King’s Arms yard 
Daviss, Ropsrrt, St Asaph, Gent April 22 Clayton & Son, Ashton under Lyne 
Dovz, Joux E:wick, New st sq, Die Sinker May3 8 C Gibbs, Kitson rd, Camberwell 
Epaz, Rev Witu1am Joux, Upper Tooting April 25 Taylor & Co, Furnival’s inn 
Bremeses, per Witt1am Faeperice, Princes gate April 30 Lawrence & Co, Lin- 


Fizitpme, Mary Manta, Lancaster April 30 Swainson & Co, Lancaster 
Garratt, Gress aan, Hampstead, Licensed Victualler April 29 Lovett & Co, 


Garagert, Bicnarp, Southampton April 26 Hickman & Son, Southampton 

Garey, Wiiuiam, Ratntesl, Lanes, Farmer May2 Ansdell & Eccles, St Helen’s 

Haart, Jes T8, Bayswater April 22 Lindo & Co, Finsbury circus 

Haywz, Marcaret, 8 Hampstead April 26 Yarde & Loader, Gray’s inn 

Hess, Faaxcis, Nottingham, Gent May 18 Eking, Nottingham 

Hotzoway, Sinasan, Wotton under Edge, Gent April 19 Pomeroy & Co, Wotton 


Howywoop, Cof Winttax, Wandsworth May1 Dowson & Co, Bedford row 
Horr, Avicz, Hampton Court April 30 Griffith & Gardiner, Chancery lane 








Lawsrer, James, Market Weighton, Ironmonger April 20 Usher, Market Weighton 
Mays, Cuantorrs Micustmors, Dodbrooke, Devon April15 Michelmore, Exeter 
Mowracu, Hruax, Bucklersbury, Solicitor April 20 Montagu &Co, Bucklersbury 
Moruey, Dovrnassorr, Leeds, Clerk April 18 Bond & Co, Leeds 

Mousey, Witt1amM Hewny, Manchester April23 Sutton & Co, Manchester 

Pauey, Joun Atexanpsr, Hastings April10 Gaby, Hastings 

Parenson, James, Hyde pk mansions, Barrister at Law May6 Nicol & Co, Limest 
Pepiar, Wii114m, Kilburn, Smith April 22 Toovey, Portman sq 
Pieype.i-Bouveriz, Hon Marx, Mayfair April 30 E F & H Landon, New Broad st 
Ramsar, Aegan Poosee, Lauvenes Fountecy hill, Chartered Accountant April 20 Murr 


Ramsay, Woeenan Lesure, Piccadilly April 30 Rooper & Whately, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ruopes, Emma, Huddersfield April 20 Rhodes, Huddersfield 

Ricnarpsox, Tuomas, Leigh, Lancs, Wheelwright April 13 Marsh & Co, Leigh 
Rosinson, James, Sunderland May is J & W J Robinson, Sunderland 

Saunpers, Ann, Watford, Butcher April 25 Parrott, Watford 

Seite, Tsomas, Thorpebassett, Yorks, Farmer April 25 Ridge, Malton 

Suernerp, Tuomas, Franche, nr Kidderminster, Brewer May1 Ivens, Kidderminster 
Suretp, James, Pawnbroker April 25 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 

Sipyey, Gzorer, Heighington, Lincs, Gent April 20 Walker & Oo, Spilsby 

Suyru, Sanan Resecoa, Stevenage May 20 Balderston & Warren, Bedford row 
Sronzs, Wi1114m, Sheffield, Brewer Junel H & A Maxfield, Sheffield 

Gpemngee, Hames Hotman, Buxton, Licensed Victualler April4 Ainsworth & Shipton, 
Wanostrocet, Mary, Broadstairs May1 Vanderpump & Son, Gray’s inn sq 
Weston, Roszrt, Woodhouse, Derby, Grocer April11 Taylor & Co, Derby 

Wu, Ricuarp, Twickenham, Gent April 22 Faithfull & Owen, Westminster 














BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, March 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Armstzy, Attax Jacxs, Tottenham Edmonton Pet 
March 16 arch 


Ord 16 
ALuoyp, ie Turwer, Sleaford, Miller Boston Pet 
March 20 Ord March 20 
Bram, Joszrn, and James Witsow Bram, yaar sgh ta 
Tallow Brokers Stockton on T: Pet March 


on 1¢es 
March 16 
Franxx Wixsrore, Barnes, Printer High Court 
mS LA, York Pet 
Y, ILLIAM, . or er or 
March 20 Ord March 20 


Carew, Henry Gzonce, Mount Pleasant, Solicitor High 
Court Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Conex, Hewry, Norton Folgate, er pe Traveller 
Court March 1 March 1 
Cow tine, Joun Henry, eat, LEE, Butcher Leicester 
Pet March 20 


Crorr, James, Aoi. 4 Hairdresser Scarborough 
tg , t.- eo3 Burnley Pet March 19 
LFRED, ey, Draper e 
Ord March ia 


Dewnam, Atpert, Walsall, Butcher Walsall Pet March 
18 Ord March 1 


8 
Drxow, Ricnarp Aa poe old ry Pharmacist High Court 
Pet March 


Dwyer, Toomas Wiucram, Huddersfield, t amet Hud- 
dersfield Pet March 16 Ord March 


Epwanps, Lewis, Liverpool, Tailor eames Pet March 
20 Ord March 20 


Gatuoway, ALExayper Kemp, Richmond, Brewer Peter- 
Pet 5 rd March 18 
Gress, Henry — Birmingham, Egg Merchant Bir- 
e 


Feb 26 Ord March 19 
Garce, Witi14m, Castle Gresl ae yee Burton on 
Trent Pet March 18 Ord 
Groom, Frepenicx, Basingstoke, oy Winchester Pet 
March 18 Ord March 18 


Hawviey, Fun Kidderminster, Tobacconist Kidder- 
minster Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Haramay, ans Leeds, Butter Pastor Leeds Pet 
March 18 Ord 18 

Hexty, Rosen, <= Swindon, Coal Dealer Swindon 

Pet March 4’ Ord March 20 

House, Wittiax Henny, and Ricnarp Ecrertox Tapp 

Leather Merchants Bristol Pet March 18 Ord 


H 8 ~ Spondon, Grocer Derby Pet March 
‘yon, Samvuzt, 01 18 
wap p< ned sas . 


Jack J Melnoes, Swansea, Wine Merchant Swansea 
Jueste tae, Brdicr Tenkewper Bradford 
AGGER, 8, nn! 0 et 
Pet March 20 Ord March 20 
Jowzs, Davip, Corwen, Merchant Wrexham Pet Feb 12 


20 
Jouns, Wituiam, Aberkenfig, Grocer Cardiff Pet March 
16 Ord March 16 
ee, Joszrn, Smethwick, Metal Spinner West 
Kr Fuase, Margats, Bogin Canter’ P 
|GSTON, NK, ineer et 
March 19 Ord March us! 


Kretme, Witt _ oman and Freperick James 
= “Ne pega High Court 


20 Ord 
Tuomas Saver, Middles' , Insurance t 
— - TL March 19 "Ord March 10 -e 


a | Masse, Detter, Confectioner Pet March 


Lavy, , Baker Birmingham Pet March 8 
a 
, THOMAS ei Ord Ma hie Accountant High 


Court Pet Dec 1 ~~ 
March Ord March 19 a 











Maruews, Hewry Rousen, 9 } Clothier High 
Court Pet March 

McCasz, Witiram La Ord Bare i hpiitien Maid- 
stone Pet March 2 Ord March 16 

Morean Lp yt Cardiff, Builders Cardiff Pet March 
1 Ord March 1 


Mutter, cm, Notti ham, Tailor Nottingham Pet 
March rd Mok so 
Pui.vips, 2 roe, = Bedford Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 
Pixcuix, Wiitiam Davip, Hollowa: one Merchant 
hCourt Pet March 18 


Ord 
mecin neuen Pywe, Sheffield, Mantle , ae 
Pr See aa yy ha Cot Mave 19 Neath Pet 
ITCHARD, UHARLES. von, 
March 20 Ord March 20 


Rispon, Fraycis, Taunton, Butcher Taunton Pet March 
19 Ord March 19 


Saxton, Jony, Old Radford, Licensed Victualler Notting- 
ham PeSMarch18 Ord March 18 

Sutrvett, Jonx, Landport, Grocer Portsmouth Pet 
March 19 Ord March 19 

—_ , oe Sa Grocer Nottingham Pet March 


fim Timotny, Clay Cross, Grocer Chesterfield Pet 
March 18 Ord March 18 
Srixtox, Wacrer, Eardisland, Pigennt Fistuaiies Leo- 
m oan, J Pet March 18 Lg ef bridge Pet 
me 8 < Farmer Cen! ri 
Grd Marck 15” 
Wateen, Jo onurn on 20"Ord Mare 10 Commission Agent Bol- 
n 
Warp, —- B Pet 
March 19 Ord a iet 19 19 Greengroer wae 


The followin festag one amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
in the Lordon Gazette of March 12 :— 
pe. Eowix Taomas, Manchester, Smallware 
chant Manchester Pet March9 Ord March 9 


The following amended notice is ages goat 4 that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of M 
Kueix, Hermawn Josepu, Didsbury, Gack , SPS 
Pet March 18 Ord March 13 


ORDER ee RECEIVING ORDER AND 
NNULLING ADJUDICATION. 


Brewis, Boman, te, a, Share Dealer High 

Court a co Adjud May 1, 1893 
Rescn & y At 16, 1895 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Autrey, J Fenwick, Widnes April 3 at 3 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

ANDREWS, fimeg bn. West Harti Bootmaker 
March 29 at Royal Hotel, West 

ANTILL, pat doy Topp, Crewe, Painter 29 at 11 
Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Barna, Josern Exeter, Jeweller March 29 at 10 Off 

3, Bedford ci circus, Exeter 

nin tad James, Stroud, Jeweller March 30 at 12 
Off Ree, 15, st, Gloucester 

Burrery, WILL1aM, nm, Farmer April 3 at 12.30 Off 

, 28, Ston b York 
Crarxr, Beanarp, Birmingham, Joiner April 3at11 23, 
lmore row, Birmi 
Curnow, WILitan, , Gardener March 29 at 11.30 
Davien Wi Bossoswen, ot Sear Grocer April 2 at 11 
aviES, WILLIAM, 

Off Ree, Wolk 

— Wrta, Craven Arms, Salop, Tailor April 1 at 

Deven, ‘Paouas Winuiam Huddersfield, Butcher April 2 
at 3.30 Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Faysuawe, Jouw Gasparp, Albert Gent April 1 at 
2.30 bldgs, Carey 


Gris, co on Thames, Poulterer March 
Wat 12.80 24, Ballway app, London Bridge 





ae Grorce Witu1aM Brickla: March 29 at 
1 On Renae , Leeds, yer 


row, 
ae S . Josgrn ALLEx, Shre' Meee oa March 


wsbury 
29 at 10.30 Off Rec, St John’s hill, Shrews' 
Groom, Freperick, Basingstoke, Ship’s ay “April lat 
12 Off Ree, 4, Southam 
Hakrve.t, EpwaRp Groner, 8 peemesvenl, Gent April 
lati2 Bankru bl Carey st 
Hetyer, Arruur ge Carver April 1 at 
Ree, Pink on 
mer y Clun, Salon. Farmer March 30 at 2.30 
Hypg, Sasust, Ses 8 char, Derby March 29 at 2.30 Off 


Jonas, Bene ana Ovinghata, Gol — April 1 at 1 


Pe. kia nr, Cheltenha Wheelwright March 30 at4 
County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
= Joux, Leominster, Baker April 1 ati0 4, 
Levy ene, Clerkenwell March 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
LixwetL, Wriitam Howes, Milton, Farmer March 30 at 
8 County Court Northampton 
long, om Pen: April 1 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
Mazsu, me, st Hien, praites April 4at 3 Off Rec, 
, Victoria st, 
Mivven, Epwakrp, i, Kenmlagton, — Dealer April 1 at 
Mutiny Agua, Sand, Umbra Maker Apel 
a 
Morean, Tatiesin Grocer March 29at3 Off 
Moroax, Seeman Brown, Clun, Salop, Farmer April 1 at 
rn sq, Leomins' 
Musorave, Crara, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Apriliatil Of 
Queen st, Cardiff 


Rec, 29, 
PerryMaN, Joun James, Hampton Hill, Coal Merchant 
March 29 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, London 


Bri 
Pap, ‘Arran Sranxs, West tides. Cancy at Meat Salesman 
Piatr, Henry, Crewe, it Merchant “April 19 at 8 
P.iumuer, Jouy, Bedford, Music Dealer March 29 at 12.30 
Bankruptcy st 
Poous, boy April 19 at 2.30 
Roseats, Joun Artuur, Whitchurch, Licensed Victualler 
April 19 at 3.30 Hotel, Crewe 
am. 


NK anne Tobacconist April 2 
Ryatt, Hexry = “Marnh 
March 29 at 


, Brick Manufacturer 
12.30 Off Rec, hanna 
er os Chelsea, General 


Seaton, ou, Wurm, Hereford, Le Lissased Victualler April 
Berton,  Hintay, Manley, omy. Leaging owe, Keeper March 
suionas Jos = puntinor, Farmer April 8 at @ 


Tzxce, Taomas, woe Pratt Dealer April 2 at 11.90 
of Wolverhampton 


=e Roserr Aurrep, Acton Scott, Farmer Aprili 


at10 4, Corn sq, 


Toe Rhyl, Builder April 1 at 3.30 Royal Z 





Watt, Davin Wii11am, Camberwell, Hatfer April 3 at 


bide 'G 7 ; 

‘Wess, Anruur Faancis, Bromsgrove, Farmer April at 
12 Os Bee, 0, Fercmneges at, Woroeter ey 

Westaway, Jouy, Clapham Tailor Aprili “8 
24, Railway London 

Wis, Joszrn, N @atli of 
Rec, 31, Manor row, 


oe March 29 at 





Cow i» 















inster 


hipton, 


th 29 at 


ril 1 at 

April 
il 1 at 
at 2.30 
0 Of 
lat ll 
30 at 4 
;10 4, 
kruptcy 
h 30 at 
Dif Rec, 
)ff Rec, 
pril 1 at 
April 1 
t3 Off 
pril 1 at 
11 Of 


ferchant 
London 


alesman 
19 at 3 
at 12.30 
at 2.30 


April 2 
facturer 
h 29 at 
April 1 
March 
sat 


at 11.90 
April 1 
) Royal 
13 at il 
pril 1 at 
il1 ati? 
b11 Of 
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Wiu11ams, Tou Lewis Leg er ham, Hosier April 


latil 23, Colmore row, 

WINTERTON, Ww. sien Gon Auctioneer April 3 at 12 
Bankruptcy Soe & 

‘Woopnovss, Saxe Huddersfield, ed April 2 at 8 
Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfiel 

Worrarxcton, Wiii1am, Builth wale Innkeeper March 
29at1 Off Rec, Liadidloes 


The following amended notice, so far us relates to Public 
Examination, is substituted for that published in the 
— 7 “Notting Baker March 8 at 12 
mson, CHARLES, No am. er a 

APAO i Rec, St Peter's tng Nottingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ApencromBlz, JouN, w + ce Agent High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 1 

Ausvry, ALLAN hang Tottesham, Licensed Victualler 
Edmonton Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

ALLEN, ¢< veen ome Liverpool Pet Jan28 Ord 
Mare 

Axverson, Wiitiam Henry, Birmingham, Wine Mer- 
chant Birmingham Pet March 12 Ord March 19 

Baptzy, Wit.1am Douckitt, Holme Hale, Farmer King’s 
Lynn Pet Feb15 Ord March 18 

BartLettT, Witt1tam, Paignton, Devonshire, Farmer 
Plymouth Pet March8 Ord March 18 

Baztox, Joun Henny, Gt ie Grocer Gt Grimsby 
Pet March 2 Ord March 1 

Bist, Frepericx James, Stroud, Jeweller Gloucester Pet 
March 8 Ord 


vag bee _ ol Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
Marc rd March 20 


CanEw, ae. ‘eae Mount pieemat, Solicitor High 
Court Pet March 16 Ord March 

Cuanx, Many Janz, Matlock Bank, Pork Butcher Derby 
Pet FebS Ord March 18 

Conex, Heyer, Norton Folgate, -TE Traveller 
High.Court Pet March 16 Ord March 

CotteTT, Taomas, Ashton aioe Lyne, acme Staly- 
bridge Pet March 15 Ord March 19 

Cow.inG, Joun Heyry, x ma Butcher Leicester 
Pet March 19 Mb at March 


y= FF Ditetede Scarborough Pet 
Cross, pro a » Dra Burnley Pet March 19 
Ord March 19 al ani 
—* Ricuarp Hatt, Old Ford, Pharmacist High Court 
et March 20 Ord March 20 
we Tromas WiL11AM, Huddersfield, Butcher Hudders- 
field Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Forrest, Witt1am Surrn, Newbiggin Kendal Pet Jan 8 
Ord March 20 
Giover, Josernu, Brixton, Builder High Court Pet July 
26,1894 Ord March 19 
Grice, Wiiutam, Castle - — <- a Burton on 
ou, BaaDenior, Basingstoke, Ship's Pareer Winch 
Groom, DERICK, - s Purser Winchester 
Pet March 18 Ord March 1 r 
Hanpiey, James, Hiddermincter, +e pee Kidder- 
minster Pet March13 Ord March 


Crort, J anes, ie 
March 18 


Hanaman, Georcr, Leeds, Butter Tustor Leeds Pet 
March 18 Ord March 18 
Hantnett, Epwasv Gezorcs, South Hampstead, Gent 


High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord March 19 

House, Wittiam Henry, and Ricnarp Ecrrron Tarp, 
Bri Leather Merchants Bristol Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 

Hunter, Rosear Arruvr, ener Engineer Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb 27 Ord March 

Hype, Samvugt, ae, Grocer Derby Pet March 18 
Ord March 1 


Jacoss, fo Lewis, Kennington pk rd, Merchant 
Tailor ag SW Court Pet Feb 12 Ord March 19 

Jacerr, ay 1 aa Innkeeper Bradford Pet March 
20 


Joxes, Wittiam, Aberkenfig, Grocer Cardiff Pet March 
16 Ord March 16 

KErrre.., Cuanies Jonny, Temple chmbrs, Turf Commission 

ie Agent - Court _ an 17 agg — ' . 
NGSTON, FRANK, , Engineer iter’ et 
March 19 Ord ied 

Lams, Tuomas Samvet Middlesborough, Insurance Agent 
Stockton omTees Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Laxe, Harry, Dudley, Confectioner Dudley Pet March 
4 Ord March 14 


Levy, Henry, sep eg Clock Maker High Court 
Pet Feb 22 Ord March 1 


Marruews, CARro.iye, Barnae » Innkee , Barnsley 

pan iNa e cutie Riek 
THEWs, Henry Epwarp, ware othier 
Court Pet March 20 Ly ett 

Muttzx, Joux, Nottingham, Tailor Nottingham Pet 
March 20 Ord March 20 

Seay Harry Gezoree, Lantpest, Butcher Ports- 
mouth Pet Feb8 Ord March 1 


Musonave, Ciara, anes, Boot ‘Dealer Cardiff Pet 
March 4 Ord March 


pairs, ar 1g 4 Gitiiel, Reber Bedford Pet March 18 
— atl Davin, Holloway, oo Merchant 
High Court PetMarch18 Ord March 1 
PLaypEL1, ue Fulham, pout y ota dl High 
Co ‘et Dee 17 Ord March 1 
Piarr, Hewry, Crewe, Ale Merchant Nantwich Pet 
March 14 Ord March 19 
Pootz, Wi.i1aM, ae ; Nantwich Pet 
Posxo, J - Mr Br h 
NO, JosePH Maurice; ton, Gent Brighton Pet 
March 8 Ord March 20 he ”" 
Parrcuarp, CHaRugs, Aberavon, Mason Neath Pet 
Pu 2 a 
imsTMAN, Tuomas, Kingston upon Hall, Solicitor 
Kingston upon Hall Pet March 15 Ord March 18 
Reve, Francis, Te Teuntes, Butcher Taunton Pet March 


fener, Joun pi Whitchurch, + Victualler 
Nantwich Pet 16 Ord March 1 





Ganpes, Cee OM Radford, Licensed Victualler Notting- 
Pet ‘March —- 
Mae Portsmouth Pet 


Sane " 

Mach 19 Ord Mark 

Sx Joux Epwarp, Caledonian rd, Licensed Victualler 
Court Pet Jan 24 Ord March 19 

Surrs, , Watnall, Grocer Nottingham Pet March 


Gwenn, anna . Farmer 


Warp, ae , Barnsley Pet 
Sinks ont eek gm 
Wurrertrox, W, Hackney, Auctioneer High Court Pet 
Feb 4 Ord March 19 
Wirrtox, —_ Hewey, and Panmure Hewry Cuass, 
Auctioneers Kidderminster Pet Feb 2 
Wi ho mes Huddersfield, Wine Merchant 
‘OODHEAD. TLLIAM, 
. Pet Feb9 Ord March 19 
Wrens, Campseii ig eh Epwargp, Lincoln’s inn 
Sie, Soler Bick Coe Be Meant 6 Ook 


London Gasette.—Tursparx, March 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avaas, Payor, Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler Shrews- 
Pet March 20 


March 20 

Barwicoat, Davip, mers Shoemaker Truro Pet 
Beysos, Henry Burt, Fulham, Picture Dealer High Court 
B aon too on Goudhurst, Surgeon Hastings 
<3 ant CHARLES, n 

B a ey Chesterfield Pet 
RAKES, HERBERT y 

March 23 Ord March 23 


CHAMBE! Joux Hemmine. i Confectioner 
Birmingham Pet March 22 Ord Marck 23 

Coen, * Wituiam, Harlow, Hertford Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 


Crargke, Jonyx [a a. bananas 

Stockton on et March 22 earch 

CockRaM pity lb. Walsall Pet March 
21 Ord March 21 


Couemay, Jonw Osponns, Upper Baker st, China Dealer 
Court Pet March 20 Wal Guillen 


Lay ells, Colliery Proprietor 
“Det March Ord March 22 
Dousy, Jouw Barwasas, Leeds, Fruiterer Leeds Pet 
March 21 Ord March 21 
Stockton on Tees Pet 
Downe, James Exvper pe Warehorne, Farmer Can- 
7 > oo at Ord aE 
‘oac, Wittiam Henry, Leeds, Hotel _ a Leeds 
F aa Gao Ord 8 , Ree Clogger Kendal 
BREST! RORGE 
om Pet March 22 01 Ord March 8 
Govoine, Witi1am Nicsoas, King’s Lyan, Grocer King’s 
Lynn Pet March 23 Ord March 
Gotpruorr, Evizapers Anne, Leeds Leeds Pet March 
22 Ord March 22 
Gore, Seam, Brixton High Court Pet Feb 14 Ord 
Greex, bg Blaina, ae. en, Coal Miner Tredegar Pet 
Googe, Yoon Sunox, me S ire le Grand High 
Hatt, Heyey Birmingham 
matte fanty, CaM Gk Ot Yarmouth 
ARTLEY, JOSEPH armou! 
Ha: io Ord Ner Oxford st, Engra High 
RRIsos, Joun Jossru, New ver 
Court’ Pet March 1° Ord March 
Hawkes, eR) Gt Marlow, Saddler Aylesbury Pet 
a aS Ord a ee ‘s oa 
uGHES, JoBN oemaker Aberystwyth 
In Lemp |= ort Marsh st Clothier Blackb Pet 
ne, S BST, urn 
March 12 Ord March 21 
Jacos, Eowarp James, Carlton Colville, Fishing Boat 
Owner = Dee Pet March 23 Ord March 23 
Keen, Tuomas, on me Dock = as + Victualler 
wiG, PHivirr 
March 23 inka 
Me — Win, Peortaten, Cloth Agent 


Feb 21 “Ord March 2 


Oxmston, Jou, Snitter, Grocer Mewenstle on T Pet 
March 21 Ord March 21 Me: 

Owzx, Owey, Trefriw, Licensed Victualler Portmadoc 
Pet March 22 Ord March 22 


Pirrert, Witi1aM , Portsmouth, Engineer Ports- 
mouth Pet March7 Ord March 22 
Tayior, Jouw Buapew Mercatrs, Victoria st, Captain 
Court Pet Feb 22 Ord March 2 


-— OM. 
Swansea 


Dorwarp, Davin, 
March9 Ord 


Tuomas, Apranam Hez Pro- 

Pw Anastasia 

nomas, Wituiam Heyry = 
Pet March 21 Ord March 21 

Tompson, BertTaam Pet March 9 

Towxsexp, Wituam Hewry, and Wim Epowarp 

Painters Leicester Pet March 22 


Ord 22 
Warp, Witu14m Freeperice, Ludham, Farmer Norwich 
Pet March 22 Ord March 93 
Watson, Mary, Newcastle on 
castle on Tyne Pet March 23 
Waar, A, Fae Goon, Gate, Builder High Court Pet March 








ol. 39. 
April 
Apams, ec ren 8 
at 10.5) | Of Reo, Bt ohn’s hill, Shrewsbury 


yy, and Ricsarp Eosrton Tarr, 
mee Ave ¢ 0 8 Off Reo, 


Huen s Hiowruar, ‘Graceebureh st, Solicitor 
Hoxraners BS gr a Foose April 5 at 
norras Roum any ee "Southmen, Bngnen April 3 at 
JaaceR, th, Bradford, pg Satil Of 
81, Manor row, Bradford 
Jon: >, Abondaen, Gases April5 at 12 Off Reo, 
and Frepsaice James 
April 


Cu 
Denner, Wood st Manufacturers 10 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Farpeaice 





Pirrstr, Waser Henny, 
at 3.30 


Bankruptcy blage, 
ff feo, Ontabeidge Junction. High eo 


PorrLews.t, Saran, and Heaseer Porriewstt, Mirfield, 
Oil Extractore April 8 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


James Mav: Gent April 4 at 2.30 
mag ney 
Recaps, Jess, Wi April 3 at 11.30 Of 
Rispox, Francis, Taunton, Butcher April $at 11.30 Of 
Rec, 58, Hammet 


pe ea oo] a foe Maker 

Sous. naan Barer, rece oer deel 2 at 
mt ones dooms Toone. ee 5 <reeie April 4 
Surrn, Timorsy, Grocer April 3 at 12.15 
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Dawret, Gronor Henvent, Pontypool, Engineer Ne rt, | 
Mon Pet March 12 Ord March 20 ae 
Damen, Axsert, Walsall, Butcher Walsall Pet March | 


Ord March 20 
Pet 


Douay, Joun Barnavas, Leeds, Fruiterer Leeds 
March 21 Ord March 21 


Dowseg, James Evper Fraser, Warehorne, Kent, Farmer 
F. Ww. u March pA oe a 23 se 
'0aG I1LL1AM Henry, Leeds, Hotel Proprietor Leeds 
Pet March 21 Ord March 21 
Foraesten, By Kirkby Stephen, Clogger Kendal 
Pet March22 Ord March 22 


GALLowAY ase Kemp, Richmond, Brewer Peter- 
borough Pet Feb 27 Ord Margh 20 

Gotoine, Witi1am Nicnoias, King’s Lynn, Grocer King’s 

Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Goxprnorr, Exizapetn Anne, Leeds, Spinster Leeds Pet 
March Ord March 22 

Greer, Grorcs, Blaina, Mon, Coal Miner Tredegar Pet 
March 23 Ord March 23 

~—y Greengrocer Birmingham 
th 21 

Harttey, Joseru, Lowestoft, Railway Clerk Gt Yar- 
mou! Pet March 23 Ord March 23 

Heats, Faepericx Cuarres, ” ramees Miller Chelmsford 
Pet Feb15 Ord March 

Hucues, Jonx, Dolgelly, * Aberystwith Pet 
March 22 Ord March 22 

Houwenrervs, Wii11AM, asain, Farmer Portmadoc Pet 

‘eb 27 March 2: 


West 


Hatt, Hesry, Birmi 
Pet March 21 Ord 


Kiwperiey, Josern, ‘Smethwick, Metal Spinner 
Bromwich Pet March 18 Ord March 21 
Learmuont, Gronae, Llangefni, Coachbuilder 
Dinas As ims Harrogaie pho Bradford I 

ies NIB, te, Upholsterer radfort et 


ou” adi Trefriw, Livensed Victualler Portmadoc 
Pet March 21 Ord March 22 


3angor 


Pare, Agtnur Sparks, West Smithfield, Meat Salesman 


Court Pet March 4 Ord March 22 
Piregett, Wituiam Hewry, Portsmouth, Engineer Ports- 
mouth Pet Marché Ord March 23 
Prumuer, Jons, Bedford, Music Dealer Bedford Pet 
March5 Ord March 22 
Tapes Wituram Henny, Brixham, Fisherman 
et March 21 Ord March 21 
dijeebene A.rrep, Rhyl, Builder Bangor Pet Feb 25 
Ord March 
Towysexp, Wittiam Hewry, and Wittiam 
Townsenp, ter, Painters Leicester 
22 Ord March 22 
Waker, Josern Percy, Bolton, 
Bolton Pet Jan28 Ord March 21 
Warp, Wittiam Farpericx, Ludham, Farmer 
Pet March March 22 
Wiixiysox, Tuomas, Oldham, Estate Agent 
March 20 Ord March 22 
Wiis, sais, Pg mt oe Builder Pontypridd Pet 
March 2: 


Pet 


Plymouth 


Epwarp 
Pet March 


Commission Agent 
Norwich 


Oldham 


wae, ene Stuchbury, Farmer Banbury 


Feb 25 Ord March 21 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Aptil 3.—Messrs. Guasizn & Sons, at the Mart, E.C, at 2 
o’clock, Stocks and Shares in Fire, Life, and Rever- 
sionary Interest Societies, also in Banking, Accident 
and Guarantee, Land, Mortgage, Hotel, and Gas 
Companies (see advertisements, March 23, p. 4; this 
week, p. 2). 

April 4.—Messrs, H. E. Foster & Craxrrenp, at the Mart, 
_ -» at 20 clock, Absolute and Contingent Reversions, 

Reversionary Life Interest, Policies of Assurance, 
“ Graphic,” “ Daily a ” and other Shares (see 
advertisements, this week, p. 3) 





intended for publication 


All letters in the 


** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated | © 


by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that | 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 
Redeemable Stock. 


| ISSUE OF £176,720 23 PER CENT. REDEEMABLE 


STOCK AUTHORIZED BY ACT 45 & 46 VICT. 
CAP. 235 AND BY ACT 55 & 56 VICT. CAP. 233. 


DIVIDENDS PAY. {BLE HAL¥-YEARLY ON 
Ist JANUARY AND 1st JULY. 


By section 42 of the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 


| Loans Act, 1882, Trustees or other persons authorized to 
invest money in the Mortg: 
| Stock, of any Railway or other Company, have the power 


es, Debentures, or Debenture 


of investing such money in this Stock, unless the contrary 
is provided by the instrument authorizing the investment ; 
and by the Trustee Act, 1893, Trustees may invest in this 
eodk unless expressly forbidden by the instrument creat- 
ing the trust. 


THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY AND COUNTY 
OF NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE INVITE TENDERS 
FOR AN ISSUE OF £176,720 2] PER CENT. RE- 
DEEMABLE STOCK, UNDER POWERS CONTAINED 
IN THE NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORATION 
LOANS ACT, 1882, AND THE NEWCASTLE-UPON- 
TYNE IMPROVEMENT ACT, 1892. 

Minimum Price of issue, 98 Per Cent. 
First Dividend, being Six Months’ Interest, Payable 
Ist July, 1895. 


The Stock offered will bear interest at the rate of 23 per 
cent. per annum, payable half-yearly, on ist January = 
ist July, and will be issued free of stamp duty and all 
official charges. 

The Stock will be redeemable at par on 1st July, 1936, or 
at the option of the Corporation at par at any time after Ist 
July, 1915, on giving six en: months’ notice, unless 
previously cancelled by purchase in the open market, or b 
agreement with the Stockholders, and the Stock w ak 
equally with all Stock previously issued by the i Eg 

The minimum price is at the rate of £98 for every £100 of 
Stock, below which no tender will be accepted. 

Stockholders will be able to obtain, free of stamp duty 
andall charges, Stock Certificates to bearer, transferable by 
Fd ale with Coupons entitling the bearer to the divi- 
dends 

Dividend warrants will be transmitted by post if desired 
by any Stockholder. 

All transfers of Stock will be free from stamp duty and 
all charges. 

The register books of the Stock are kept at the City Trea- 


surer’s Office, Town Hall, Newcastle-u c grned aed where | © 


Stock Certificates will be issued free o expense to th 
holders, and assignments and transfers registered free of 
charge. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Stock is quoted in the 


official lists of the London Stock Exchange. 


SECURITY. 

The Stock will be secured upon the Rents and other Re- 
venues of the Corporation, except the Through Toll, and 
upon the City Fund and City Rate, the General Rate, an 
the Improvement Rate authorized to be levied under the 
provisions of the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Improvement Act, 


| less than £100, and any amount appli 





| £50 sterling to 


d | of Stock than that 
| minimum price, the 


1865, the General District Rate, and the Public Library 


Rate. 

The Freehold Landed Estates of the Corporation extend 
over a considerable area, and consist, in addition to exten- 
sive properties within the City, of the Walker Estate, which 
comprises the Lordship of Walker, containing 1,002 acres 
on the North Bank of the River Tyne, 9, adjoining the ¢ Cit: 
the Willington Estate, containing 99 
North Bank of the River Tyne; and the ‘the Balt Meadows 
Estate, containing 83 acres on the South Bank of the river, 
in the county borough of Gateshead ; together with valuable 

Coal Royalties. 

The land is chiefly let on building and improving leases 
for terms of 75 years, and will yearly become of increasing 
value as the peri approach when the leases will fall in. 
A considerable pte of the leases will fall in before the 


| date fixed for the redemption of the Stock. 


The Corporation are also owners of Quays extending along 
the most valuable portion of the river, and of Tramways, 
Parks, Markets, and properties in the City, from whicha 
large annual income is derivable, 


Stock allotted will be paid on the ist Jul 





The oe _— 
come is abe are valued a’ 


The total assets amount! 
Total liabilities, ining the debt of the —_ 
according to the last lished accounts, are.. 


Surplus of assets over liabilities 


1,508 
. £1,381, 780 


to the last publi : 

accounts, is £1,208,519, including £69,200 invested by the G 
poration in their own undertakings, and has been incurred 
the formation of a deep-water quay and various street ime 
provements, construction of tramways, markets, and catile. 
sanatoria, purchase of land and formation of parks, See PeO~ 
tion of a public library, and of baths and wash-houses, e ‘ 
sion of the City Lunatic lum, and other works author 
by Act of Parliament. ie Corporation have also, w 
the provisions of the Newcastle- ere} ne in rovemel 
Act, 1882, raised Loans for the the 0 
which are secured on the School Fund —" Local i 
The _—- — is £43, vere. a ; 

£49,160 @ present e is for the rae of © 
ration Mortgages that have ee or yo a at 
and secured on the local rates, &c., £113,500 wi i ovale 
for the repayment of a loan at 2 r cent. borrowed for 
purchase of Byker Bridge, which is situated at the i 
portion of and is within the sity, and £14,060, the remaii 
Is San Steer eee Ge School Board. 

Provision is made for the redemption of debt in accord 
with the various Acts of Parliament under which the m 
is authorized to be borrowed, and annual returns are 
to the Local Government Board 

TENDERS AND ALLOTMENTS. 

Ey ADDRESSED TO THE CHAIRMAN 
THE OCK COMMITTEE, CITY TREASURE 
OFFICE, TOWN HALL, NEWCASTLE-UPON-TY3B 
MUST BE DELIVERED IN SEALED ENVELOBP 
AT THE CITY TREASURER’S OFFICE, TO 
HALL,NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, BEFORE TWEL 
O'CLOCK AT NOON ON THE FOURTH DAY OF 
APRIL, 1895, AND WILL BE —_— BY TH 
STOCK COMMITTEE ON THAT D 

Tenders may be for the whole.or any ae of the Stock 

for above that 
must be a multiple of £10. 

Tenders at a price including fractions of a shilling, o 
than sixpence, will not be accepted 

Tenders at different — must be on separate forms. 

The minimum pee below which no tender will be 
cepted—has been fixed at £98 for every £100 of Stock. 

«A deposit of 5 per cent. on the nominal amount of & 
tendered for must be forwarded with the Tender, but 
no allotment is made the deposit will be returned ; nd 
case of partial allotment, the b:lance of the deposit 
be be agulied ot yaad payment of the first instalment of 


Payment of the balance of the price of the Stock alle 
will be required to be made to Messrs. Woods & Co., 
castle-upon-Tyne, Bankers of the Corporation, or 
Agents, the Union Bank of London, as follows :— 
On the 4th day of May, 1895, so much of the amount 
dered and —— as when added to the deposit will leave 
paid for every £100 of Stock ; and on 
4th day of June, 1895, the remaining £50 per cent. 
In the event of the receipt of Tenders for a larger am 
to be issued at or above 
enders at the lowest price accepted 
rtionate diminution. : 


3 
& 


will be subject to a pro 
Interim receipts will be given for all amoun' ho pels 
In case of default in the aes of any ins ment at ifs 
| proper date, the d vad and instalments previously p 


| ‘will be liable to fo 

Interest will be mms on the = July and Ist is coal 
each year, and six months’ in gE aad 

The Stock will be inscribed in the Stock’ Regi Registers on 
after the 4th day of June, 1895. E 

The Stock Certificates will be under the Seal of the @ 
Council, and will be issued in exchange for the allot 
letters and interim receipts, after the final payment has 
receiv 

No Tender will be received unless upon the printed 

Forms of Tender and further information may be obt 
on application to the Town Clerk, or to the City Tre 
Town Hall, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, or to Messrs. Woo 
Co., Bankers, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, or their Agents, € 


Union Bank of London. 
HILL MOTUM, Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 6th March, 1895. 














NATIONAL DISCOUNT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


Ss, CORNHIILL, LONDON, 5. co. 


Subscribed Capital, £4, 233, 326. 


FREDERICK CRALIEEES, Esq. 
ROGER CUNLIFFE, 
EDMUND THEODORE XAT, Esq. 


Manager : CHARLES HENRY HUTCHINS 


, Eeq. 


Paid up Capital, £846,665. 


DIRECTORS. 
WILLIAM JAMES THOMPSON, Esq., 
WILLIAM FOWLER, Esq. 
WILLIAM HANCOCK, Esq. 
QUINTIN HOGG, Esq. 


Sub-Manager : 








Chairman, 


LEWIS BEAUMONT, Esq. 


Reserve Fund, £460,000, 


ARCHIBALD CAMERON NORMAN, Esq. 
JOHN FRANCIS pg es Esq. 
AUGUSTUS SILLEM, 


Secretary: CHARLES weoxant, Esq. 


Auditors: JAMES MORTON BELL, Esq. ; JOSEPH ROBERT MORRISON, Esq.; JOSEPH GURNEY FOWLER, Esq. (Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, & Co.). 


Bankers: 








BANK OF ENGLAND; THE UNION BANK OF ‘TAeDOS, LIMITED. 


Approved Mercantile Bills Discounted. Loans granted upon 1 Negotiable Securities. 

Money received on Deposit, at Call and Short Notice, at the Current Market Rates, and f 
Longer Periods upon Terms to be Specially Agreed upon. 

Investments in and Sales of all descriptions of British and Foreign Securities effected, 








